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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 











THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the eontents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 








THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Afifairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGk HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of [reland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 

Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. RK. W. HANBURY. 








NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON GorstT, K.C., M.P. 
Secretary to the wee RO O. Jae a Esq., M.P. 
. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury —{ Wits Hayzs Fates, Esq., M.P. 
a Lord ys T. Me RR, K.C.B. 
: Rear-Admiral A. L. DoUGLAS. 
aE sanity —| fee A. K. Wiusoy, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. MoorE, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Ri. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office Rt. Hon. Earl of ONsLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentazy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Exq., M.Ps 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt Hon. E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 














HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE —(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 
it. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divoree, 





Judge Advocate-General 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain tt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 
Lord Steward-——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PorTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.Q. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household 2t. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount BRipport, G.C.B. (permanent). 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Krnrore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.1., G.C.I.E. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
tt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFouR OF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General tt. Hon. J. B. BALFouR. 

Lord Advocate Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk tt. Hon. Lord KinspurGu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General CHARLES Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOoGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary tt. Hon. Sir DAviD HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn——President : The Rt. Hon, the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——GE0. WRIGHT, Esq. 





























Lords-in- Waiting 
































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 
Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esgq., C.B. 





Chairman of Committees 
Clerk of Parliaments 





Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees—— 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 


Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills 
Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Oificer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office A. HARRISON, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Cunniiiee 2. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BippuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esy. ; 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. FULKES, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. W. WORFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LOcKE, J. McMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—2J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8. BIDDULPH, G.C.B 

Yeoman Usher— Captain T. D. BuTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.L 





H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 








R. W. Monro, Esq. 
E. F. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Con#.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer. W. H GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLoP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers: Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T, KENDRICK. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GIBBONS, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks ——F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Towrr, Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L, T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. Doy Le, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; Horace West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. : 
Percy A. Butt, Esq.; F. R. WintiAMs Wywny, Esq.; W. E. GREY, Esq. ; : 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BOND, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAwkrns, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq.; J. Scort PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Billsa——C. L. Lock Ton, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers——Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GossEtT, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (1st Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Tinta, Mr. J. SprAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. TYE, MR. R. 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mrkr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer R. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Referee of Private Billsh——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. , 

Examiners of Private Billa——C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, _ : 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk——H. A. M. KILLIck, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E. Sm1tu, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 
Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, 81ta# AUGUST, 1901. 


Ear. or Leitr1IM.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right of 
Charles Earl of Leitrim to vote at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


InTropuceD.—Evelyn Viscount Cromer, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., K.C.S.L, C.LE., 
His Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General in Egy pt, anda Minister Pleni- 
potentiary in the diplomatic service, having been created Viscount Erring- 
ton of Hexham, in the county of Northumberland, and Earl of Cromer, 
in the county of Norfolk, was (in the usual manner) introduced 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill—Reported with Amendments... 


Dover Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Smethwick Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Lowes- 
toft Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Ripon Corporation Bill [H.1.].--Commons’ 
Amendments considered, and agreed to .. . Ke “a si 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill.—Order of the Day for 
the Third Reading to-morrow discharged. The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the promoters do not intend to proceed further 
with the Bill ; ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with .. 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—The consent of His 
Royal Highness the Duke of Cornwall and York, in right of his sia of 
Cornwall, signified, and Bill reported with’ Amendments a 


Southport Water (Transfer) Bill [H.L.]—The Chairman of Committees 
reported that the consent of the proprietors of the Southport Waterworks 
Company in special general meeting assembled to the Bill as amended by 
the Commons had been proved ; Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to .. 


Cromer Water Bill; Mond Gas Bill.—Returned from the Commons with 
_ the Amendments agreed to .. i - wi “a re ‘3 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.L.]—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments; the said Amendments to be 
considered to-morrow 


Harpenden District Gas Bill [1...].—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to. . 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction — Bill. 


—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill; Stirling Corporation 
Order Confirmation Bill ; Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill—Read 3% (according to Order), and passed 


PRIVATE BILLS—AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDERS.— 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 


The alterations in the Standing Orders were agreed to ; Standing Orders 
amended accordingly, and to be printed as amended. [No. 188.]. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—No. 2680, Germany (Frankfort-on-Main) ; 
No. 2681, Italy (Genoa) ; No. 2682, Japan (Hakodate) ; No. 2683, China 
(Pakhoi); No. 2684, Italy (Sardinia) ; No. 2685, Persia (Azerbaijan) ; 
No. 2686, Egypt (Alexandria) ne > se ea = i 


CoLonigs (ANNUAL).—No. 328, Turks and Caicos Islands. Report for 1900 .. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND). eis) -ninth — of 
the Inspector, for the year 1900 - ‘ - 


BotLer ExPLosions.—Report to the Secretary of the Board of Trade upon the 
working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890, with ere 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 302}) bs ‘ 


MERCHANT Suippinc Act, 1894.--Return of all British ships ordered by the 
Board of Trade or its officers, during the period from Ist July, 1900, to 
30th June, 1901, to be provisionally detained as unsafe by reason of the 
defective condition of their hulls, equipments, or machinery, or by reason 
of overloading or improper loading, in pursuance of the provisions of Section 
459 of the Act, giving the names of the owners of those ships which have 
been dismantled, broken up, or converted into hulks, etc., also of all foreign 
ships ordered to be provisionally detained during the same period as unsafe 
by reason of overloading or improper loading, in pursuance of the provisions 
of Section 462 of the same Act ; together with summaries showing respec- 
tively the total number of ships ordered to be detained as unsafe, from Ist 
July, 1900, to 30th June, 1901, and since the 1st October, 1876, distin- 
guishing between those cases in which the ships were found safe or unsafe 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 303]) .. a ae oe 


icHt RaiLways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade— 
I. Authorising the construction of a light railway— 
1. In the Urban district of Barrowford, in the county palatine of Lan- 
caster. 
2. Inthe county of Lancaster, from Blackpool to Garstang. 
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3. In the county of Essex, between Chipping Ongar Station on the Great 
Eastern Railway and Great Bardfield. 
4. Inthe borough of Colne and the urban district of Trawden, in the county 
palatine of Lancaster. 
In the borough of Nelson, in the county palatine of Lancaster. 
In the West Riding of the county of York and in the counties of 
Nottingham and Lincoln, from Tickhill to Haxey. 
7. In the West Riding of the county of York, between Wales and 
Laughton-en-le-Morthen. 


Il. Amending— 

1. The Great Western Railway (Pewsey and Salisbury) Light Railway 
Order, 1898, and the Pewsey and Salisbury (Devizes Branch) Light 
Railway Order, 1898. 

2. The Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898. 

3. The Bridlington and North Frodingham Light Railway Order, 1898 .. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (I[RELAND).—Report of the Director to the Board of Governors 
and Guardians, for the year 1900 .. Ss es ds ae ae ane 

ARMY (SPECIAL Pensions).—Return for the year ended 31st March, 1901, of 
pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 of the Army 
Pay Warrant .. a ne as bi a om ‘te oe - 


SourH AFRICA :— 
1. Report from Brigadier-General Dixon on the operations at Vlakfontein 
on 29th May, 1901. 
2. Army—State of the Volunteer Service Companies raised in 1900 


LocaL GOVERNMENT BoarD :— 
1. Thirtieth Annual Report, 1900-1901. 
2. Supplement containing the Report of the Medical Officer for 1900-1901. 


3. Bubonie Plague—Reports and papers on, by Dr. R. Bruce Low ; with 
an introduction by the Medical Officer of the Local Government Board. 


RaILWays.—General Report to the Board of Trade on the capital, traffic, and 
expenditure of the railway companies of the United Kingdom, for the year 


1900 = - = -_- ee oe oe oe Cd we =e 


STATISTICS :— 
I. Statistical Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last fifteen 
years, from 1886 to 1900. Forty-eighth Number. 
II. Statistical Abstract for the Colonial and other Possessions of the United 
Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years, from 1886 to 1900. ee 
eighth Number. ‘ yx aa ™ Fe % . 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


ForesHoreEs.—Treasury Minute, dated 5th August, 1901, directing the applica- 
tion of moneys received by the Board of T rade in the year ended 31st March, 
1901, in respect of the rights and interests of the Crown in the foreshores 
of the United Kingdom... = . = a a 

Supreme Court oF Jupicature Act (IRELAND) 1877 (RuLgs).—Additional 
rule and schedule made by the Lord Chancellor and the Land Judge 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
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House or Lorps (SaLary, Pay, PENSION, OR ALLOWANCE).—Return respecting ; 
laid before the House (pursuant to Order of 8th March aside and to be 
printed. [No. 187.] .. ea : “ “a om ~ oe 6 


DeaTH OF HER IMPERIAL MAJESTY THE EMPRESS FREDERICK OF GERMANY. 


Moved, ‘‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty to express 


On Question, agreed to, nemine dissentiente. 


Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Majesty by the Lords 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—Read 34 (according to ehiiiniel ; Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons .. 10 


Loan Bill.—Read 2¢ (according to ers Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3% to-morrow e ‘s 2 ne ba Bea oe 


LanpD Law (IRELAND) Act, 1881 :— 


Moved, That there be laid before the House a Return giving (as far as 
- possible) the following: -partieulars-of each case-in which the ‘ true 


On Question, agreed to. 


Irish LAND COMMISSION—WALKER v. LorD GOsFORD.—Question, Viscount 
Templetown ; Answer, Lord Ashbourne Bs _ id Be ne 12 


PROTECTION OF WILD BirDs IN IRELAND.—Question, The Earl of Mayo ; Answer, 
Lord Ashbourne a e. - as ine - bb “a . 


the happiness of His Majesty and His Family.”—(The Lord Privy 


_ Earl Spencer — - és vee a as ie Sc 8 
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The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 6 


the deep concern of this House at the great loss which His Majesty 
has sustained by the death of His Majesty’s sister, Her Majesty the 
Empress and Queen Frederick of Germany and Prussia, Princess Royal 
of Great Britain and Ireland, and to condole with His Majesty on this 
melancholy occasion ; and to pray His Majesty that he will be graciously 
pleased to express to His Imperial Majesty, William, German Emperor, 
King of Prussia, the profound sympathy of this House with the Im- 
perial and Royal Family ; to assure His Majesty that this House will 
ever feel the warmest interest in whatever concerns His Majesty’s 
domestic relations, and to declare the ardent wishes of this House for 


Seal, M. Salisbury.) 


with the White Staves. 


value ” of the tenancy has been ascertained by the court under the 
a of Section 1 (3) of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881 :— 
(1) Names of Assistant Commissioners (or Land Commissioners) by 
whom each case was decided ; (2) record number (if any) ; (3) date 
of order ; (4) name of tenant; (5) name of landlord ; (6) pln : 
(7) tow nland ; (8) extent of holding (statute measure) ; (9) rent w hen 
order was made ; ; (10) amount of “ true value ” fixed. L The Viscount 
Templetown.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) .. ty aa 
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Gun Licences IN IRELAND.—Question, The Earl of Mayo; Answer, Lord 


Ashbourne .. 





Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons ; read 1 ; to be "ri and to be read 2% on Monday next. 


—(The Lord Balfour.) (No. 189.) . 


House adjourned at Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 8TH AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill.—Order read for con- 


sideration of Lords’ Amendments. Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
to-morrow en Ses a — ‘ ak os pe 


Aldeburgh ee Water Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


agreed to 


Ilkeston and Heanor ee Board Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to : ia : ; Se Py J 


Stratford-upon-Ayon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratfordu ~ -Avon 
Junction Railway Companies Bill ; Swansea Harbour West 
Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill ; W olverhampton and towed: Chase 
Railway Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill iuniatiie —Read the third a 
and passed, with Amendments : 


Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords].—King’s consent signified ; Bill 
read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill ee —Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments , is, . 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [Lords].—King’s consent and 
Duke of Cornwall’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments ee a Ss ey bg ae me ee 


Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third time By - 


Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Greenock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [UNDER THE PRIVATE 
LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899].—Read the third time, 
» and passed as vs és - ‘i i 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill lpm, —Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments 
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Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) (Re- 
committed Bill { Lords ],—Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Mr. Emmott, 
Sir John Gorst, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. Platt- 
Higgins, and Sir Francis Powell nominated Members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That such of the Petitioners as pray to be heard by themselves, 

their Counsel, Agent, or Witnesses be heard. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records, 
Ordered, ‘‘ That three be the quorum.”—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lords].—Reported without amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 
That they have agreed to, Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill, Stirling Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, Kilmarnock 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to, Amendment to Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords]. 


That they have agreed to, Amendments to Easton and Church Hope Rail- 
way Bill [Lords] ; Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [Lords] ; 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]; 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords]; Cardiff Railwa 
Bill [Lords]; Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
without amendment... os ~- - « on “ ~= 


PETITION. 


Saxe or InToxicaTinGc Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Blaby, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table .. wi 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Licut RaiLways Act, 1896 :— 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of a Light Railway in the county of Lancaster, from 
Blackpool to Garstang (Blackpool and Garstang Light Railway Order, 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the borough of Nelson, in the County 
Palatine of Lancaster (Nelson Light Railways Order, 1901) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the urban district of Barrowford, in 
the County Palatine of Lancaster (Barrowford Light Railway Order, 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the borough of Colne and the urban 
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district of Trawden, in the County Palatine of Lancaster (Colne and 
Trawden Light Railways Order, 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the county of Essex between Chipping 
Ongar Station on the Great Eastern Railway and Great Bardfield 
(Central Essex Light Railway Order, 1901) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the Lizard Light Railway 
Order, 1898 (Lizard Light Railway (Extension of Time) Order, 1901) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, an 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con 
struction of a Light Railway in the West Riding of the county of 
York between Wales and Laughton-en-le- Morthen | (Wales and Laugh- 
ton Light Railway Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the West Riding of the county of 
York and in the counties of Nottingham and Lincoln from Tickhill 
to Haxey (Tickhill Light Railway Order, 1901) [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the Bridlington and 
North Frodingham Light Railway Order, 1898 (Bridlington and 
North Frodingham Light Railway (Extension of Time) Order, 1901) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table ae a 

Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Great Western Railway (Pewsey and Salisbury) Light Railway Order, 
1898, and the Pewsey and Salisbury (Devizes Branch) Light Railway 
Order, 1898 (Pewsey and Salisbury Light Railway (Extension of Time) 
Order, 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


RaiLways (GENERAL Report).—Copy presented, of General Report to the Board 
of Trade on the Capital, Traffic, and Expenditure of the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom for the year 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table a ae Te 


SratisticaL Apstract (UniTeD Kincpom).—Copy presented, of Statistical 
Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years from 1886 
to 1900, Forty-eighth Number [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


StatisticaL Apstract (COLONIES).—Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract for 
the Colonial and other Possessions of the United Kingdom in each of the 
last fifteen years from 1886 to 1900, nenags a Number [by Com- 
mand]; {to lie’upon the Table ie 

MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894 (VesseLs DETAINED).—Copy presented, of Re- 
turn of all ships ordered by the Board of Trade, or its Officers, to be provi- 
sionally detained as unsafe, together with Summaries, ete. [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. 
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Borer Expiostons Acts, 1882 anp 1890.—Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary of the Board of Trade upon the working of the Boiler Explosions 
Acts, 1882 and 1890, with Appendices (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper [C. 302] ) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Tramways (STREET AND Roap).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
8th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 314.] mn a “ hk i ee | Oe 


LocaL GOVERNMENT BoarpD :— 


Copy presented, of the Thirtieth Annual Report of the Local Government 
Board, 1900-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Supplement of the Thirtieth Annual Report of the 
Local Government Board, 1900-1901, containing the Report of the 
Medical Officer for 1900-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Reports and Papers on Bubonic Plague, by Dr. R. 
Bruce Low, with an Introduction by the Medical Officer of the Local 
Government Board [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Director of 
the National Gallery of Ireland to the Board of Governors and Guardians 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Lanp Recistry.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 24th May ; Mr. 
H. D. Greene} ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 315.].. 


ForEsHoRES.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 5th August, 1901, 
directing the application of moneys received by the Board of Trade in the 
year ending 31st March, 1901, in respect of the rights and interests of the 
Crown in the Foreshores of the United Kingdom [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table i” . 


Sout Arrica.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to the Prolonga- 
tion of Hostilities in South Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. . 


Navy (Courts MartIAL).—Copy presented, of Return of the number of Courts 
Martial held and Summary Punishments inflicted during the year 1900 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (HEALTH).—Copy presented, of Statistical Report of the Health of the Navy 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 316.] i - “ : _ a Ss ih ia 


Nava Savincs Banks.—Account presented, of Deposits in Naval Savings Banks, 
and the payment thereof, and the interest. thereon, etc., during the financial 
year 1899-1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.[No. 317.] 


NavaL Prize Money.—Account presented, showing the Receipt and Expendi- 
ture of Naval Prize, Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys between the Ist 
April, 1900, and 31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 318] .. - ea i “ oe x 


SuPREME CouRT OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND) Act, 1877 (RULEs).—Copy presented, 
of an Additional Rule and Schedule made by the Lord Chancellor and the 
Land Judge [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. wa és - os 


Soutu AFRICA :— 
Copy presented, of State of the Volunteer Service Companies raised in 1900 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Copy presented, of Report from Brigadier General Dixon on the Operations 
at Vlakfontein on 29th May, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ie ie x re re in ick ss - om 


BriTIsH SHIPS (DESERTION OF SEAMEN ABROAD).—Return ordered, “ showing 
the number of desertions and failures to join in various parts of the world, 
compiled from Articles of Agreement which terminated in the years 1898, 
1899, and 1900 respectively.”’—(Mr. Hain) 


JormntT StocK CoMPANIES :— 


Return ordered, “ of the names, objects, or business, places where business 
is or was conducted, date of registration, number of persons who signed 
the Memorandum of Association, total number of shares taken up by 
such subscribers, nominal capital, number of shares into which it is 
divided, number of shares taken up, amount of calls made on each 
share, and the total amount of calls received, of all Joint Stock Com- 
panies formed since the Ist day of January, 1900, to the 31st day of 
December, 1900, inclusive, distinguishing whether the companies are 
limited or unlimited, and also the number of shareholders in each of 
the said Companies at the date of the last Return, and whether still in 
operation or being wound up ; 

* Of the total number having their registered offices in the City of London, 
or within five miles of the General Post Office ; 

* And of the total number and the paid-up capital of all registered Com- 
panies which are believed to be carrying on business at the present 


time.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


SITTINGS OF THE House (DIVISIONS AND QUESTIONS).—Return ordered, ‘‘ show- 
ing for the years 1888-1901 the total number of days on which the House 
sat, with the date of the first and last sitting in each session ; the total number 
of hours during which the House sat after midnight in each session ; the 
total number of divisions in each session ; and the total number of ques- 
tions which appeared on the Notice Paper in each session (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0, 131, of session 1887).”—+{(Mr. Loder.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH ArricA—ARAB LABouR FoR RHODESIA.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) and Sir William Harcourt (Monmouth- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) es ” sa i ai ‘i i me os 

REGULATION OF NATIVE AND IMMIGRANT LaBourR.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Bir- 
mingham, W.) 

JOHANNESBURG REFUGEES.—Question, Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

LAND SETTLEMENT IN SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. 

SouTH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL KRITZINGER’S THREAT AGAINST THE NATIVES.— 
Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, The Financial See- 
retary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

Future ConpucT OF THE CAMPAIGN.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson, 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Sir William Harcourt, and Mr. Flavin ae rry, W.) ; 
Answers, Lord Stanley mn Si os a 
YOL. XCIX. 'FourTH SERIES. | 
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VLAKFONTEIN.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


TRIAL OF ReBELS—CoetTzFe’s CAse.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


EXECUTION OF REBELS—COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF .BURGHERS.—Questions, 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.), Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.), Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.), Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, 
Lord Stanley * - ‘is 3 4a ne in a 


MILITARY OPERATIONS AT WATERKLOOF.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wick- 
low, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


COLENSO—SERGEANT-MaJor BurNney’s CLAIM.—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hamp- 
‘shire, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley © .. 


X0OMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS—REWARDS FOR WAR SERVICE.—Question, Mr. 
Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


MounTeD INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY AND FuRLOUGH.—Questions, Captain Sinclair (Forfar- 
shire) and Mr. Bromley-Davenport (Cheshire, Macclesfield) ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley oa wi ie + 


CurrAGH ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ‘ aa - , bs 


MILITARY EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Lord 
‘Stanley _ 

CoLoUuRED MEN WITH THE British ARMY.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Reserve OFFICERS’ OUTFIT ALLOWANCES.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George's 
Hanover Square); Answer, Lord Stanley 


’ 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ SENIORITY RANK.—Question, Colonel Legge ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ; v a + : 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ Pay.—Question, Colonel Legge ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 


ArMY REMOUNTS—PURCHASES IN AUSTRO-HUNGARY.—Question, Sir J. Blundell 
“Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


War Orrice Lasourers’ WAGES aT NavAL Ports.—Question, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, Lord Stanley . a 
Nava Courts-MArTIAL—REVISION OF FinpING.—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene 


(Shrewsbury) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) 


GOVERNMENT DockyarpDsS—JOINERS’ WAGES.—Question, Mr. E. J. C. Morton 
(Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster 


SUB-LETTING OF ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst ; Answer, 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. 


NAVAL VICTUALLING—ALLEGED Bripery.—Questions, Mr. Kearley ; Answers, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster .. iia < om as as 


NAVAL ORDNANCE Corps.—Question, Mr. Kearley ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
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INSTRUCTION IN NAVAL GUNNERY.—Question, Mr. Kearley ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
“Forster .. oe ne oe fe - A iy if he : 


InpIA—-INCOME-TAX COLLECTION.—Question, Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton ay es si Js 


InDIAN BuDGET.—Question, Mr. Field =~ St. pum ; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton a ia es si é - Nd - 


InpIAN CoTTon CULTIVATION.—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton); Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton... re ¥ > es is a - “ 
Fox-HunTING INCIDENT AT nese Oe an Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Taylor 
(Lancashire, Radcliffe), Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in-Furness), and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, The Under ere of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester)  .. - ve 


Persia—Customs TARIFF.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ; 5 zs ae i és ta 

Post Orrice Savincs BANK:—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 

CoMMISSION ON CoAL SUPPLY.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydfil) ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ae a ae er uA x 

Coa. Duty Remisstons.—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. Renwick 
(Newcastle-on-Tyne) ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


S.S. “* Numipran.’”’-—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, 
~ the President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Ramway Ratres.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Facrory AND WorKsHOP ACT AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION BILL.—Questions, 
Sir Howard Vincent and Mr. Nannetti; Answers, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


CRIMINAL LUNATICS—INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES.—Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie : of 


PenruyNn Quarry DispuTE—MILITARY AID TO THE CiviL Powrer—Conpuct 
& or Troops, Etc.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydfil), Mr. Lloyd- 
George (Carnarvon Boroughs), Mr. D. A. Thomas, and Mr. William Jones 
(Carnarvonshire, Arfon) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie and Lord Stanley 


UARNARVONSHIRE CouNTy COUNCIL — CONSTITUTION OF SUB-COMMITTEE.— 
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LiverrooL Water Martns—CoMPENSATION CLAIMS.—Question, Colonel Walker 
(Widnes) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 


Walter Long, Bristol, 8S.) .. _ ws re es oe 


Proma Ne Potsontnc. — Question, Mr. — pina aon on 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long “i ~ 


VACCINATION AT LEEDS—CaSE OF EmiLy Maup CHILp.—Question, Mr. Corrie 
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Roya Dectaration Brtt.—Questions, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, 
Evesham) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, The First Lord of the cgiaieid 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.).. - iP a ; 


Lorp RusseEti’s TRIAL.—Questions, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) and Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ne : 


Business oF THE Hovse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), Mr. Swift MacNeill, 
and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour me 


SUPPLY [22np ALLotrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
CivIL SERVICE EstTIMATES, 1901-2 
Class IT. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£40,182, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland.’ 

Discussion :— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N } 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, ssid 
Mr. Moore (Antrim, N.) 
Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .. “ Fe ws 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) ae us oa 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Dr. Rentoul (Down, E.) 
Mr.. Murphy (Kerry, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * ‘ That a sum, not exce sia £40, 082, 
be granted for the said Service. "_(Mr. Murphy. ) 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) 


It being Ten of the clock, the Chairman, in pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 7th of August, proceeded to put the Questions necessary 
to dispose of the Vote under consideration. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141 ; Noes. 237. (Division List No. 420.) 

Original Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 246 ; Noes, 136. (Division List No. 421.’ 

The Chairman thereupon, in pursuance of the same Order, put severally 
the Questions, That the total amount of the Votes outstanding in 
each Class of the Civil Service Estimates, and the total amount of the 
Votes outstanding in the Estimates for the Navy, the Army, and the 


Revenue Departments, be granted for the Services defined in those 
Classes and Estimates. 





Page 


80 


81 


134 








Page 


80 


81 


ng 


134 





August 8.] 


Crass [. 
2. Motion made, and Question put, 
£1,233,715, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for Expenditure on the following Services included in Class I. of the 


Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


SAIS P Oe 
- 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


3. Motion made, and Question put, 
£928,342, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 3 
1902, for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included ir 
Class IT. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


1 
2 
5 
7 


27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 


Royal Palaces and Marlborough House 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 
. Gladstone Monument. - 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Bvitéin 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain 
Diplomatic and Consular a 


Revenue Buildings - 


Public Buildings, Great Britain 
Surveys of the United Kingdom 
Harbours under the Board of Trade 


Peterhead Harbour 


Rates on Government Property - 
Public Works and oe Ireland 


Railways, Ireland 


Crass IL. 


House of Lords, Offices 
House of Commons, Offices 


Foreign Office 


A. Privy Seal Office - — - 


Board of Trade - - 


Mercantile Marine Services 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


“That a sum, 


* That 


244 ; Noes, 142. 


(Division List No, 422.) 


a sum, 


Ist day of March, 


Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade - 


Board of Agriculture = - 
Civil Service Commission 


Exchequer and Audit Department 


Stationery and Printing 
Office of Woods, ete. - 
Secret Service - : 


SCOTLAND. 


Office of Secretary for eee 


Fishery Board -~ - 
Lunacy Commission - 
Registrar General’s Office 
Local Government Board 


























Puge 


not exceeding 


£ 
- 84,600 
- 71,500 
- 1,100 
32,000 
22,000 
25,000 
197,000 
209,500 
130,159 
3,478 
- 17,000 
- 264,222 
132,667 
43,478 


£1,223,715” 139 


not exceeding 


£ 

- 4,761 
- 18,100 

47,076 
- 1,920 
- 132,328 
- 65,769 
- 5 
- 26,094 
- 26,625 
- 38,656 
- 368,037 
- 14,014 
- 25,000 


- 7,954 
- 10,545 
- 3,604 
- 5,473 
- : 8,778 
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IRELAND. 
32. Lord Lieutenant's Household -~ - 
33. Chief Secretary's Offices, ete. -  - 
34. Department of Agriculture - -~— - 
35. Charitable Donations and Bequests Office 
37. Public Record Office - - - - 


38. Public Works Offices - - -~ - 
39. Registrar General’s Office’ - - - 
40. Valuation and Boundary Survey ~— - 


Mr. Dillon 





- 2,813 
- 9,676 
- 70,806 
- 963 
- 3,242 
- 19,940 
- 10,278 
- 10,885 


£928,342 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 144. (Division List No. 423.) 


Ciass IIL 


4. Motion made, and Question put, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,976,094, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included in 


Class IIL, of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


3. Supreme Court of Judicature -~ - 
4. Land Registry - - - - 
5. County Courts - - - - 
6. Police, England and W ‘lee - - - 
7. Prisons, England and the Colonies — - 


8. Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain 


9. Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum - 


SCOTLAND. 


10. Law Charges and Courts of Law - - 
11. Register House, Edinburgh - -~ - 
12. Crofters’ Commission - . - - 


IRELAND. 


18. Land Commission - - - -~ - 
17. County Court Officers, ete. - - — - 
18. Dublin Metropolitan Police - -~ - 
19. Royal Irish Constabulary -~— - 

ae + + * £ 6 & » 
21. Reformatory and Industrial Schools — - 
22. Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


' 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 138. (Division 


Crass IV. 


s 
= JR2 287 
- 24,193 
- 26,906 
- 31,595 
- $9t,7i3 
- 121,809 
- 96,175 


- 54,273 
- 27,827 
- 2,990 


- 83,542 
- 64,390 
- 64,204 
- 755,621 
- 70,973 
- 54,705 
. 2,891 


£1,976,094 ” 149 
List No. 424.) 


5. Motion made, and Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding 


£208,675, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 





Auy. 
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come in course ofpayment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902; for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included in 
Class 1V. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


£ 

2. British Museum ~ - - - - - - - - 86,580 
3. National Gallery - - - : = - - . 7,903 
4. National Portrait Gallery - - - - 3 2 2,644 
5. Wallace Collection - - - - - - - 3,788 
6. Scientific Investigation, ete. - - - = - - 28,154 
7. Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Inter- 

mediate Education, Wales - - - - - - 75,700 

IRELAND. 

11. Endowed Schools Commissioners — - ‘ - - - 520 
12. National Gallery = - - - - - - - - 1,086 
13. Queen’s Colleges — - - - - - - - - 2,300 


£208,675 153 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 139. (Division List No. 425.) 


‘ 


Cuiass V. 


6. Motion made, and Question put, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£926,905, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1902, for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included 
in Class V. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


£ 
2. Uganda, Central and East Africa Protectorates, ete. - 210,049 
3. Colonial Services - - - - - - = ~~ = 308,006 
4. Cyprus, Grant-in-Aid -~— - - . - = - 1,000 
5. Subsidies to Telegraph Companies - - - -  - 27,850 
7. Treasury Chest Fund - - - - -  - ~~ - 305,000 
8. Loan to Wuchang Viceroy - - - - -  - 75,000 
£926, 905 * 159 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ce = oa - wa 
Mr. Swift MacNeill(Donegal, 'S.) a | oe - - - a. 38 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 242 ; Noes, 139. (Division List No. 426.) 


Crass VI. 


7. Motion made, and Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£37,968, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1902, for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included 
in Class VI. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 





£ 
1. Superannuation and Retired Allowances - -  ~- 305,637 
2. Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions - - - - 1,200 
3. Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances - - 696 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland - - - - - 435 
£307,968 ” 






The Committee divided :—Ayes, 243 ; Noes, 136. (Division List. No 427.) 156 
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8. Motion made, and Question put, ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding £42,172, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, 
for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included in Class VII. 
of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :-- 


£ 
1. Temporary Commissions *_ = © «© += «= 40,149 
2. Miscellaneous Expenses - - - - - - = Dias 
3. Repayments to the Civil Contingencies Fund - - = 14,250 





£42,172” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 237 ; Noes, 135. (Division List No. 428.) 149 


Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 

9. Motion made, and Question put, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£14,209,300, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1902, for Expenditure on the following Navy Services, viz. :— 


£ 
Vote 2. Victualling and Clothing - - - - - 1,892,306 
» %. Royal NavalReserves - - - - - - 292.100 
»- 8. Shipbuildings, Repairs, Maintenance, etc. Section 

III. Contract Work - - - 2 - 6,685,500 

» 9. Naval Armaments - ‘ : = = - 3,919,700 
ae Admiralty Office - - - S - 279,600 

, 14. Naval and Marine Pensions, Gratuities, etc. - - 1,140,100 
£14,209,300” 


‘he Committee divided :—Ayes, 270 ; Noes, 81. (Division List No. 429.) 173 


Army Estimates, 1901-2. 

10. Motion made, and Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£44,988,600, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will) 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 21st day of 
March, 1902, for Expenditure in respect of the following Army Services, 


viz. :— 
£ 
Vote 2. Medical Establishmem, tay,ete. - - -  - 1,088,600 
. 3. Militia: Pay, Bounty, ete. - - - = 2,662,000 
» 4. Yeomanry Cavalry, ‘Pay and siicnes - - 375,000 
, 5. Volunteer Corps, Pay and Allowances - ~- 1,230,000 
: » 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies- - 18,782,000 
, 8. Clothing Establishments and Services - - 4,825,000 
,, 9. Warlike and other Stores: Supply and Repair - 13,450,000 
13. War Office: Salaries and Miscellaneous Charges- 305,000 
14. Non-Effective Charges for Offices, ete. - - 2971,000 


£44,988,600 ” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 264; Noes, 81. (Division List No. 430) 17% 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


11. Motion made, and Question put, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,884,880, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
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come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1902, for Expenditure in respect of the following Services included 
in the Estimates for Revenue Departments, viz. :— 








£ 
\. Customs - - - - 528,300 
. Post Office Telegraphs - — - . - 2,356,580 
: £2,884,880 ’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 116. (Division List No. 431.) 181 


Question put, ‘‘ That the Chai!man do report these Resolutions to the 
House.” 


si The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 432.) 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 


Navy AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1899-1900 :— 


Considered in Committee. 


Whereas it appears by the Navy Appropriation Account for the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1900, and the statement appended thereto, 
as follows, viz. :— 


(a) That the gross expenditure for certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £1,151,718 
lls. 2d., as shown in Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure for other Navy Services 
fell short of the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of 
£1,749,812 15s. 2d., as shown in Column No. 2 of the said 
appended Schedule, so that the gross actual expenditure for the 

173 ec whole of the Navy Services fell short of the gross estimated 

expenditure by the net sum of £598,094 4s. ; 


(0) That the total actual receipts in aid of Grants for Navy Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by a sum of £265,185 6s. 6d., 
as shown in Column No. 4 of the said appended Schedule ; 


(c) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 


£ s. d. 
Total Surpluses - = «+ + - + 1,793,043 11 2 
Total Deficits - © + + + «+ 999,764 0 8 





Net Surplus - + + £863,279 10 6 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 
have temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Navy Services, of the whole of the sums 
received in excess of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in respect 
ui the same Services ; and have also temporarily authorised the application 
of so much of the said total surpluses on certain grants for Navy Services 
17% as is necessary to cover the said total deficits on other Grants for Navy 
Services. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the application of such sums 
be sanctioned.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Chairman do report pro- 
gress ; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. er Manchester, sei 190 


Mr. Dillon. ; 190 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy “Burghs) - be ng rs +b .. 192 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.\  . a ‘ -. 193 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lich field) Se ‘ .. 193 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. : : re a -- 193 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 180; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 433.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again.” 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 93 ; Noes, 176. (Division List No. 434.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Dalziel e ‘ Ss + iy fe “ . 199 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, N. )- es 201 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.)  .. .. - ne ye is .. 203 
Mr. Dillon.. by = Ks se - 9% - <i .. 204 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 83. (Division List No. 435.) 


Original Question put accordingly, “ That the application of such sums 
be sanctioned.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 167 ; Noes, 80. (Division List No. 436.) 


1. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 








SCHEDULE. 

| | a | it Ae tie 

Gross Expenditure. | Appropriations in Aid. 
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Navy Services, | Excesses of | Surpluses of Deficiencies 4 7 cee 
Number of 1899-1900. —— a | moigy st as compared as compared 

Vote. | = — ‘ees gga | with _ with Esti- 

Totes, = “ie : mated |, mated 

_ Expenditure. Expenditure. Receipts. | Receipts. 

} 1 | 2 3. 4 








} ... | Wages, etc., of Off- 
cers, Seamen, and } 
Boys, Coast Guard, | 

oad Royal Marines — 29,559 17 0 —_ 5,078 14 0 
Victualling and 

Clothing for the | 

Navy... vee | 245,366 4 10 — _ 94,407 5 11 
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Number of 1899-1900. Actual over | Estimated of Actual | of Actual 
Vote. “Teeinesed, ae aaa brah ag gy as compared 
Votes. Gross Gross a with a 
my F ee || n mater 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. | Receipts. Receipta. 
i. 2. 3. 4, 
| | 
| £ 8d. £ 3. ‘d. & @ | £ & de 
3 Medical Establish- | 
ments and Services — 29 16 11 — 1,745 7 6 
4 Martial Law ... 45 2,601 17 8 _ | — 4017 2 
5 Educational Services — 5,001 12 6 -- | 39 7 3 
6 Scientific Services ... c= 1,148 15 2 _ 5,159 13 10 
7 Royal Naval Re- | | 
serves ses or | 42,243 13 1) a 9 3 3 
8 Shipbuilding, Re- | 
pairs, Maintenance, | | 
ete. : | 
See. 1... Personnel ... 64,419 0 2 — | — | 240 911 
Sec. 2... Matériel ... 809,951 11 11 - | —- (126,088 17 4 
Sec. 3... Contract Work — 1,489,405 13 5 — | 315 3 3 
9 ... | Naval Armaments ... | — 124,970 1 9 — | 19,413 14 9 
10 Works, Buildings, and | | | | 
Repairs at Home 
and Abroad... — | 40,256 2 7 - | 10,865 15 & 
1] Miscellaneous Effec- | 
tive Services ja | BO 8 F — | — t $1956.23 
12 Admiralty Office - | 4,499 8 8 - 10> 
13 Half-pay, Reserved | | 
and Retired Pay — | 808 7 5 — 17 3 6 
14 Naval and Marine 
Pensions, Gratuities, | 
and Compassionate | 
Allowances ... S36] — 10,130 5 1 _ { 118 17 10 
15 . | Civil Pensions and | 
Gratuities — | 1,759 1 7 -- 25 4 7 
16 Additional Naval | 
Force for Service in | 
Australasian Waters 42 16 0 _ _ 42 0 0 
| 
Amount written off | 
as irrecoverable | 9196 12 0 — — = 
1,151,718 11 21,749,812 15 2 — 265,185 6 6 


Navy Services, 


Gross Expenditure. 


Excesses of 








| 


| 


Surpluses of 











| 
4 
| 


Appropriations in Aid. 


Deficiencies; Surpluses 








Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... 


XN 





Net Surplus, £598,094 4 0 


Surplus, £265,185 6 6 





£863,279 10 6 





[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) took the Chair. ] 


Whereas it appears by the Army Appropriation Account for the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1900, and the statement appended 
thereto, as follows, viz. :— 


(a) That the gross expenditure for certain Army Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £950,384 16s. 6d., as 


shown in Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto appended; while the gross. 
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expenditure for other Army Services fell short of the estimate of such ex- 
penditure by a total sum of £1,634,061 5s. 2d., as shown in Column 
No. 2 of the said appended Schedule ; so that the gross actual expendi 
ture for the whole of the Army Services fell short of the gross estimatec 
expenditure by the net sum of £683,676 8s. 8d. ; 


,by That the receipts in aid of certain Army Services fell short of the esti 
mate of such receipts by a total sum of £262,092 2s. 3d., as shown in 
Column No. 3 of the said appended Schedule ; while the receipts in aid 
of other Army Services exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a total 
sum of £130,217 16s. 10d., as shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
appended Schedule ; so that the total actual receipts in aid of the 
Grants for Army Services fell short of the total estimated receipts by 
the net sum of £131,874 5s. 5d. ; 


(c) That the resulting differences betwen the Exchequer Grants for 
Army Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 





- «264 

Total Surpluses.. és =" ea - .. 1,437,483 17 3 
Total Deficits - re - = - .. 885,681 14 0 
Net Surplus .. i am i - .. £551,802 3 3 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge on 
Exchequer Grants for certain Army Services, of the whole of the sums 
received in excess of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in respect 
of the same services ; and have also temporarily authorised the applica- 
tion of so much of the said total surpluses on certain grants for Army 
Services as is necessary to cover the said total deficits on other Grants for 
Army Services. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the application of such sums 
be sanctioned.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Mr. Dillon Sis ‘ - 7" ¥ - ii a .. 914 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ~ S 6 s my nse x» 2 
Mr. Courtenay Warner 6% 3 "e a ve Be 5. ‘330 
Mr. Dillon sis +s es ss me “ = re .. 290 
Mr. O'Mara s os ‘ts “s r i is a .. 22) 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
W.) moved that the Question be now put. 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 148 ; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 437.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the application of such sums be 
sanctioned.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 153 ; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 438.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the application of such sums be 
sanctioned.” 
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20 
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2. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 
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Army Services, 1899-1900. 


Votes. 


Gross Expenditure. 





Excesses of 
Actual over 
Estimated 
Gross 
Expenditure. 


Estimated 
over Actual 
Gross 


1. 


to 


Expenditure. 


Appropriations in Aid. 





Actual as 


Surpluses of Deficiencies of | Surpluses of 


Actual as 


‘compared with compared with 


Estimated 
Receipts. 


Estimated 
Receipts. 





Pay, ete., of Army (Gene- 
ral Staff, Regiments, 
Reserve, and — 
ments) 

Medical Establishments : 
Pay, ete. . 

Militia : Pay, Bounty, ete. 

Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay 
and Allowances.. 

Volunteer Corps : Pay and 
Allowances , 

Transport and Remounts 

Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies ... 

Clothing Establishments 
and Services 

Warlike and other. Stor es : 
Supply and Repair 

Works, Buildings, and Re- 
pairs : Cost, including 
Staff for Engineer Ser- 
vices 

Establishments for Mili- 
tary Education .. 

Miscellaneous 
Services ... a 

War Office : Salaries and 
Miscellaneous Charges... 

Non-effective Charges for 
Officers, ete. 

Non-etfective C harges for 
Men, etc.. 

Superannuation, Compen- 
sation, and a 
ate Allowances .. 


E fective 


| Balances irrecoverable 


Question put, “ 
House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 





Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 


1,086,432 15 


or 


29,480 6 


250,294 11 
4,661 5 





a ee | 10,664 15 
470 9 5 | — 
491,877 10 11 | 
88,006 0 11 = 
201,370 16 4 
— 224,270 4 
1411 12 3 me 
23,058 8 
3,308 10 9 


54,553 3 





3,184 10 


950,384 16 6 1,634,061 5 


Net init, 4 £683,676 8 8 


4 129,050 6 
L ‘ail 
BI 30 


9 — 


58,404 3 


7 51,015 13 


6 20,962 4 
1) 2,656 14 


| 
| 


2| 262,092 2 


= 


~1 


~~ 


3 





425 0 10 
2,916 8 5 


736 15 8 
38,237 8 3 


58,983 5 11 


770 3 2 


3,729 11 7 
24,197 
130 


130, 217 16 10 


Net Deficit, £131,874 5 5 





Surplus surrendered to the 


147; Noes, 70. 


Exchequer ... 


£551,802 


3 3 


That the Chairman do'report these Resolutions to the 


(Division List No. 439.) 
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WAYS AND MEANS.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That, towards making good the 

Supply granted to His Majesty for the Service of the year ending on the Cou 
31st day of March, 1902, the sum of £86,756,285 be granted out of the ( 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.” —(Mr. AustenChamberlain.) | 
Mr. William Redmond - - ‘i va “4 nm -. ,231 ( 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report Pro- ¢ 
gress ; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. William Redmond.) V 
Mr. A. J. Balfour a Sy ust ve ey ~ me a3) oe ; 
Mr. William Redmond se a + “< _ as .. 234 . 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- | 
tion be now put.” 
Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” ‘| 
. oe + cas 5 > ( 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 140; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 440.) ‘ 
Question put accordingly, ** That the Chairman do report Progress ; and ask | 
leave to sit again.” , ( 
~~ ee . , t 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70 ; Noes, 140. (Division List No. 441.) 3 
Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, ‘* That the original Question be now put.” E 
Original Question put. \ 
° = he . 7 ( 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 442.) | 
Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty v 
for the Service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, the > 
sum of £86,756,285 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the I 
United Kingdom. 
Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report the Resolution to the ( 
House.” ( 
f 
Mr. T. M. Healy * ne ne - = ba ca .. 241 t 
Mr. Dillon ~ be = ‘s 7 is a = .. 2438 F 
Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.)  .. te - = na - .. 243 I 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question I 
be now put.” n 
\ 
Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” y 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 140 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 443.) . 
al 
Question put accordingly, ‘* That the Chairman do report the Resolution to I 
the House.” a 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 444.) I 
, BARI 
Resolution to be reported to-morrow. , 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. t 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 
Adjourned at Six of the clock a.m. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 91TH AUGUST, 1901. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 


Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—1, Education 
(Scotland) ; 2, Larceny; 3, Education (No. 2); 4, Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 7); 5, Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 11) ; 6, Local Government Provisional Order (Port) ; 7, Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2); 8, Kirk- 
caldy and Dysart Water Order Confirmation ; 9, Education Board Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) ; 10, Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 7); 11, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) 
12, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) ; 13, Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11); 14, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12); 
15, Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General) Order Confirmation ; 
16, Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3); 17, Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2); 18, Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3); 19, 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4); 20, Edinburgh Corporation 
= Confirmation ; 21, Stirling Corporation Order Confirmation : 
22, Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation ; 23, Wigan Corporation 
Tramways, ete.; 24, North British Railway ; 25, South Metropolitan 
(Gas ; 26, Leeds Churches ; 27, Worcester Tramways ; 28, Chester Corpora- 
tion Tramways; 29, Manchester Corporation; 30, Long Eaton Gas ; 
31, Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Electricity 
Board ; 32, Wells Corporation Water ; 33, Albion Steam Coal Company ; 
34, Stockport Corporation Water ; 35, Bridewell Hospital ; 36, Freshwater, 
Yarmouth, and Newport Railway ; 37, Bradford Corporation ; 38, Humber 
Commercial Railway and Dock; 39, London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway ; 40, Paisley Police and Public Health ; 41, Central London Rail- 
way (No. 2); 42, Dover Harbour; 43, South Essex Water; 44, Great 
Southern and Western Railway; 45, Bournemouth Corporation ; 46, 
Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water and Improvement ; 47, Golborne Gas ; 
18, Taff Vale Railway ; 49, Christ’s Hospital (London) ; 50, Doncaster 
Tithe Trust; 51, Harrogate Water ; 52, Newport (Isle of Wight) 
(ras; 53, Elland Gas; 54, Barrow-in-Furness Corporation ; 55, Dublin 
(Equalisation of Rates); 56. Metropolitan District Railway ; 57, 
Arlesey Gas ; 58, Salford Corporation ; 59, Blackburn Corpora- 
tion; 60, Brighton Corporation ; 61, Clyde Valley Electrical Power ; 
62, Glasgow and South-Western Railway; 63, London and India 
Docks (New Works) ; 64, Metropolitan Electric Supply ; 65, Rhyl 
Improvement ; 66, Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway ; 67, Bir- 
mingham (City) Tramways; 68, Shipley Improvement ; 69, Biggleswade 
Water Board ; 70, Bethlem Hospital; 71, Easton and Church Hope Rail- 
way; 72, Heywood and Middleton Water Board; 73, South-Eastern 
and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways ; (74, Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads ; 75, Cardiff Railway ; 76, Cork, Blackrock, and Passage 
Railway ; 77, Mond Gas; 78, Cromer Water; 79, Dover Corporation ; 
80, Smethwick Corporation ; 81, Lowestoft Corporation ; 82, Ripon Cor- 
poration ; 83, Harpenden District Gas ; 84, Southport Water (Transfer) 


Exrt or Lerrria.—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Tem- 
poral in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk of 
the Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of 
Lords that the right of the Earl of Leitrim to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 
of him the said Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered 
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such report to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; and it is 
hereby also ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 


Took THE Oatu.—The Lord Swansea took the Oath 


DeatH OF Her Imperial MAJESTY THE Empress FREDERICK OF GERMANY.— 
The King’s answer to the Address of yesterday reported by the Lord Steward 
(E. Pembroke and Montgomery) as follows :— 


‘T return you My most sincere thanks for your Loyal and Dutiful 
Address, expressing sympathy with Me in the great loss which I have 
sustained by the death of My beloved Sister, the Dowager Empress 
and Queen Frederick of Germany and Prussia, Princess Royal of 
Great Britain and Ireland. 


‘It affords Me great comfort and gratification to receive this expres- 
sion of your cordial feeling towards Myself and the Royal Family, 
and to be reminded of the warm interest you take in all that concerns 


Them.” 


* T shall not fail to communicate to His Imperial Majesty the German 
“Emperor your message of condolence with Him and the Imperial and 


Royal Family.” 


Address and Answer to be printed and published. (No. 190.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill.—Reported 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill ; Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board 
Bill ; West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill; Stratford-upon-Avon, 
Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and West Junction. and Evesham, 
Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies 
Bill; Swansea Harbour Bill: Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase 
Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 


Leeds Corporation Water Bill = L. |. —Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments .. g - i a 


Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill [H.L.]; South Lancashire 
Tramways Bill [1-1.]; Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [#.1.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments: the said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill {1.L.].—Commons’ Amend- 
ments considered (according to Order), and agreed to $e - 


Greenock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1%; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legis- 
lation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 24, and 
reported from the Committee. (No. 191) 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS :—- 

I. Annual Series:—No. 2687. Corea; No. 2688. Austria-Hungary 
(Bohemia) ; No. 2689. Egypt (Port Said and Suez) ; No. 2670. Sweden 
(Gothenburg). 

II. Miscellaneous Series :—No. 563. Horse industry in the United States 


ArricA, No. 8 (1901).—Report by the Mombasa-Victoria (Uganda) Railway 
Committee on the progress of the works, 1900-1901 (with a map) .. 


SoutH AFRrics.—Correspondence relating to the prolongation of hostilities in 
South Africa 


PITCAIRN IsLANDS.—Further correspondence relating to the condition of the 

Pitcairn Islanders (in continuation of [C 9148], February, 1899) .. 

Navy :— 

I. (Courts-Martial)—Returns of the number of courts-martial held and 
summary punishments inflicted on seamen of the Royal Navy, ete., 
during the year 1900. 

I]. (Health).—Statistical Report of the health of the Navy for the year 
1900 i < - ; 


TRAMWAY AND GAS AND WATER OrDERS.— Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the Tramways Act, 1870, and the Gas and Waterworks 
Facilities Act, 1870, during the session of 1901. Presented (by Command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table 


Navy :— 

I. Naval Savings Banks.—Account of deposits in Naval Savings Banks 
and the payments thereof, and of interest thereon, of all investments 
under the Naval Savings Banks Act, 1866, and the application of the 
interest or dividends accruing in respect thereof, and of the proceeds 
of any sale of any stocks, annuities, or securities during the financial 
vear 1899-1900. 

Il. Prize Money.—Account showing the receipt and expenditure of naval 
prize, bounty, salvage, and other moneys between the Ist April, 1900, 
and the 3lst March, 1901 


Bankruptcy.---Eighteenth General Annual Report by the Board of Trade, 
under Section 131 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 


Companies (WINDING-UP).—Tenth General Annual Report, by the Board of 
Trade, under Section 29 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890.. 


WrIGHTS AND MeasurEs.—Report, by the Board of Trade, on their proceedings 
and business under the Weights and Measures Acts .. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (Hours oF Laspour).— Report by the Board of Trade respect- 
ing the proceedings of the Board of Trade under the Railway Regulation 
Act, 1893, during the year ended 27th July, 1901. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Loan Brtt.—Read 3a (according to Order), and passed 


House. adjourned at half-past Four of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 91T1 AUGUST, 1901. - 

Deata or Her LpertAL MAJESTY THE Empress FREDERICK OF GERMANY.—The | 
Comptroller of the Household reported His Majesty’s Answer to the | 
Address of the 7th day of this instant August, as followeth :— | 

‘“T return you My most sincere thanks for your Loyal and Dutitul 
Address, expressing sympathy with Me in the great loss which I have Edu 
sustained by the death of My beloved Sister, the Dowager Empress and | 
Queen Frederick of Germany and Prussia, Princess Royal of Great : 
Britain and Ireland. 

“ Tt affords Me great comfort and gratification to receive this ex- | 
pression of your cordial feelings towards Myself and the Royal Family, Lon 
and to be reminded of the Warm interest you take in all that concerns 
Them. 

‘“ T shall not fail to communicate to His Imperial Majesty the German Bris 
Emperor your message of condolence with Him and the Imperial and ( 
Royal Family.” - - - a es oe ee oo 255 

Man 
; : | 
ROYAL ASSENT. ) 
COMMISSION :— 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and being returned, : 
Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills [see page 249] 255 W 
: ‘ , =e . . i es 
New Writ.—New Writ for the County of Hants (Western or Andover Division), 
in the room of the Right hon. William Wither Bramston Beach, deceased.— 
Sir William Walrond.) is 5 ne, = ee uF ee .. 2558 Prer 
( 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, ) 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill (By OrpEer),—Lords’ Amend- 
ments considered. Pier 
Lords’ Amendment— 
‘In page 4, line 2, of Clause 5, to leave out the words ‘ City and.’ ” 
t ad a second time. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .- .- 1 i ia .- 256 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E..) os Bs " - 2 .. 288 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ww» 25! 
‘Lotion made, and Question proposed, ** That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.”—(Mr. 0’ Neill.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. = ; - am . “ 259 
Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8S.) on . Ss és .. 260 ( 
Mr. Moore (Antrim, N.) if i Os nan - 3% 28 
Mr, Atkinson... He 26: 
(Juestion put, Edu 
The House divided :—Ayes, 137 ; Noes, 91.—(Division List No. 445.) 
Subsequent Lords’ Amendment agreed to, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Amendments to: Dover 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Smethwick Corporation Bill |Lords] ; Lowestoft 

he Corporation Bill [Lords]; Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Southport 

the Water (Transfer Bill) sist fais nden District Gas Bill [L pana > with- 

out Amendment , : ; .. 263 

iful 

ave Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) (Re- 

and committed) Bill [Lords|].—Ordered, That the parties interested have 

on leave to be heard by themselves, their counsel, agents, or witnesses, 

before the Committee on the Education Board Provisional Order Con- 

a firmation (London) Bill [Lords].—(Sir J. Gorst.) — .. ‘a js .. 265 

ily, London United Tramways Bill; Wallasey Improvement Bill.—Lords’ 

rns Amendments considered, and agreed to .. a rr - r i 26 


ian Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.) Bill [Lords]-—King’s 
ind consent signified ; read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. 265 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill | Lords].- 
King’s consent signified ; Bili read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 


ments oa 33 a re oe rp is aa ie ed .. 26! 


cr 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords|.— 
King’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments aia oe se 5 a 4, * as as as .. 265 


Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill Pe ;].—Read the third time, and passed, 
n), with Amendments... ss i on a ki sé .. 265 


25) f Pier AND Harpour ProvistonaL Orper (No. 4).—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, relating to Berehaven, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. re “e és - .. 265 


id- 
fer and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill :— 
‘To confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, reating to Berehaven,” presented 
accordingly. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A, which provides that “ no Bill, origi- 

nating in this House, for confirming a Provisional Order or Provisional 

LN, Certificate, shall be read the first time after the first day of June,” be 

.. 288 suspended as regards a Bill entitled the Pier and Harbour Orders 

| 254 Confirmation (No. 4) Bill, and that the Bill be read the first time.— 
~ (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

he 


Bill read accordingly the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
” for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 289.] 

20 
6() Ordered, That in the case of the Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) 

261 Bill, Standing Order 73 be suspended, and that the Examiners have 

24) leave to sit and proceed forthwith.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) .. .. 265 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) (Re-com- 

mitted) Bill [Lords] :— 
Reported, without further Amendment from the Select Committee, with 
Special Report and Minutes of Evidence [Provisional Order confirmed]. 
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Report and Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


327, ] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 327.] 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 
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on their Proceedings and Business under the Weights and Measures Acts 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 326.] 
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upon the Table .. : 
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Arrica (No. 8, 1901).—Copy presented of Report by the Mombasa-Victoria 
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(with a map) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table “3 " 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (CouUNTY oF WiLts).—Return ordered, “ comprising 
1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners in the result of an 
inquiry held in every parish wholly or partly within the county of Wilts 
into Endowments, subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 
1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part for the benefit of that 
county, or of any part thereof, together with the Reports on those Endow- 
ments of the Commissioners for inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 
1837 ; (2) a Digest showing, in the case of each such parish, whether any, 
and, if any, what, such Endowments are recorded in the books of the Charity 
Commissioners in the parish ; and (3) an Index, alphabetically arranged, 
of names and places mentioned in the Reports.” —( Mr. (riffith-Boscawen.) 


CoLONIAL Import Duties, 1901.—--Return ordered, “ relating to the rates of 
Import Duties levied upon the principal and other articles imported into 
the Colonies and other possessions of the United Kingdom.” —(Mr. 
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QUESTIONS. 


South Arrican War—-Lorp KItcHENer’s PROCLAMATION.—-Question, Mr. 
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It being Ten of the clock, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 7th August, put forthwith the Question necessary to 
dispose of the resolution then under consideration. 


Question put accordingly, “ That the House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the Resolution.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 197; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 446.) 

Mr. Speaker then proceeded, in pursuance of the same Order, to put forth- 
with severally the Questions, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of each 
Class of the Civil Service Estimates, the Navy Estimates, the Army 
Estimates, the Revenue Departments, and other outstanding 
estimates. 

Crass I. 

Resolutions read a second time. 

Question put, ‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class I. of the Civil Service 
Estimates.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 204; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 447) .. 


Crass II. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, * That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of Class IL. of the Civil 
Service Estimates.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 209 ; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 448) .. 


Crass III. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, * That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class III. of the Civil Service 
Estimates.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 449) .. 


Crass LV. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class IV. of the Civil Service 
Estimates.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 207 ; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 450) .. 
Crass V. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in 
the outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of Class V. of the 
Civil Service Estimates.” 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 202 ; Noes, 122. (Division List No, 451.) 
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Crass VI. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of Class VI. of the Civil 
Service Estimates.” 

The House divided :—-Ayes, 201 ; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 452.) .. 

Crass VII. 

Resolutions read a second time. 

Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of Class VII. of the 
Civil Service Estimates.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 453.) .. 

Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 

Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, ‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of the Navy Estimates.”’ 

The House divided :—Ayes, 225 ; Noes, 79. (Division List No, 454.) 

ArMY EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 

Resolutions read a second time. 

Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of the Army Estimates.”’ 

‘The House divided :—Ayes, 219 ; Noes, 78. (Division List No. 455.) 

REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 

Resolutions read a second time. 

Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of the Revenue Depart- 
ments.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 185 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 456.) 

SUPPLY [31st Juty].—Resolution reported. 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £100,000, be granted to His Majesty to be 
issued to Field Marshal Earl Roberts of Candahar, K.G., K.P., G.C.B., 
G.C.S.L, G.C.LE., V.C., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s Forces, 
in recognition of his eminent services during the war in South Africa.” 

Resolution read a second time. 

Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
said Resolution.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 192 ; Noes, 73. (Division List No. 457.) 

Navy AnD Army EXPENDITURE, 1899-1900.—Resolutions reported. 

Whereas it appears by the Navy Appropriation Account for the year ended 
the 31st day of March, 1900, and the statement appended thereto, as 
follows, viz. :— 

(a) That the gross expenditure for certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £1,151,718 11s. 2d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the schedule hereto appended ; while the 
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gross expenditure for other Navy Services fell short of the estimate 
of such expenditure by a total sum of £1,749,812 15s. 2d., as shown in 


Column No. 2 


of the said appended schedule, so that the gross actual 


expenditure for the whole of the Navy Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net sum of £598,094 4s. ; 


(b) That the total actual receipts in aid of the grants for Navy Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by the sum of £265,185 6s. 6d., 
as shown in Column No. 4 of the said appended schedule ; 


(c) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 


Total Surpluses ‘ 
‘otal Deficits - ‘ 


a 


Net Surplus £863,279 


£ 
1,793,043 
929,764 


s. d. 
a. 2 
O 8 
10) 6 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Navy Services, of the whole of the 
sums received in excess of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in 
respect of the same Services ; and have also temporarily authorised 
the application of so much of the said total surpluses on certain Grants 
for Navy Services as is necessary to cover the said total deficits on other 
Grants for Navy Services. 


1. “ That the application of such sums be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 








Navy Services, 


Gross Expenditure. 


| 
| 
| Excesses of 


Surpluses of 


Appropriations in Aid. 


| Deficiencies 
of Actual 


Surpluses 
of Actual 










| > © 5 Ne H « > 
oo of | 1899-1900. 5 ere Engi een ‘as compared as compared 
ote. Tee ‘ with with 
Votes. Ex ee | ie ote .. | Estimated Estimated 
uxpenditure. Expenditure. | teceipts. Receipts. 
I 2 3. 4 
| 
| c £2. cs @i £ 6 @ CO ek 
1 ..| Wages, ete., of Officers, | 
| Seamen, and Boys, 
| Coast Guard, and 
| Royal Marines... | ws 20,559 17 0) 5,078 14. 0 
2 sel Victualling and Cloth- | 
ing forthe Navy ... | 245,366 4 10 — | 94,407 5 11 
3 .| Medical Establish- | 
ments and Services . | — 29 16 11) 1,745 7 6 
4 ..| Martial Law ... | 2,601 17 8) a= - 4017 2 
5 .| Educational Services . | — 5,001 12 6) — | 395 7 3 
6 . Seientific Services... — 1,148.15 2 — 5,159 13 10 
7 .. Royal Naval Reserves | — 42,243 13 1 _ 9 3 3 
8 . Shipbuilding, Repairs, | 
Maintenance, ete.: | 
Sec. 1...) Personnel ... | 64,419 0 2 _- | — 240 9 11 
Sec. 2... Matériel | 809,951 11 11, — | — 126,088 17 4 
Sec. 3... Contract Work ... | — 1,489,405 13° 5 — sin 3 3 
9 | Naval Armaments... | — | 124970 1 9 - 19,413 14 9 
10 .| Works, Buildings, and | | 
| Repairs at Home and | | 
| Abroad si ~ _— | 40,256 2 7 — | 10,865 15 8 
11 .... Miscellaneous __ Effee- | 
i tive Services .| 27,140 8 7 | _— | 1136 0 2 


lt 
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“g SCHEDULE—continued. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid, 
| I dake ] i 
i op ‘ Jeficiencies | Surpluses 
: — Uxcesses S ses ° 
Navy Services, Pos tps Tt of Actual | of Actual 
Number of 1899-1900. Fatimeated cum Dated as — as com vared 
Vote. ae pes with with 
Votes a Gross |_| Estimated | Estimated 
nue Expenditure. | Expenditure. | {SVmave seer 
Receipts. teceipts. 
is 2. 3. 4. 
J | scennnicie 
| | 
ae ae £ 8s. di £ & a £ eo € 
12 ...| Admiralty Office — 4,499 8 8 — 10 7 
13 .... Half-pay, Reserved 
! and Retired Pay _ 808 7 5 17 3 6 
14 ..| Naval and = Marine | 
| Pensions, Gratuities, 
| and Compassionate | 
| Allowances ... ie = 10,130 5 1 _ 118 17 10 
15 ..., Civil Pensions and | 
| Gratuities ... meal - 1,759 | 7 —_ 25 4 7 
16 ...| Additional Naval 
Force for Service in 
Australasian Waters 42 16 0 = | = 42 0 0 
Amount written off as | | 
irrecoverable .| 2196 12 0 a | = — 
| es —— = 
1,151,718 11 21,749,819 15 2 — 265,185 6 6 
— Net Surplus, £598,094 4 0 Surplus, £265,185 6 6 
Aid. ee OREN HES REE EAS, OMRON ER AS 
Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer .... £863,279 10 6 
uses Whereas it appears by the Army Appropriation Account for the year ended 
tual ' the 31st day of March, 1900, and the statement appended thereto, as 
a follows, viz. :— 
ated (a) That the gross expenditure for certain Army Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £950,384 16s. 6d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the schedule hereto appended ; while the 
gross expenditure for other Army Services fell short of the estimate 
; of such expenditure by a total sum of £1,634,061 5s. 2d., as shown in 
te Column No. 2 of the said appended schedule ; so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the Army Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net sum of £683,676 8s. 8d. ; 
14 0 I a , eb iS ‘ 
(b) That the receipts in aid of certain Army Services fell short of the 
511 estimate of such receipts by a total sum of £262,092 2s. 3d., as shown 
a in Column No. 3 of the said appended schedule ; while the receipts in 
17 : aid of other Army Services exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a 
7 3 total sum of £130,217 16s. 10d., as shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
13 10 appended schedule, so that the total actual receipts in aid of the Grants 
. or Army Services fell short of the total estimated receipts by the ne 
Kins for Army S fell short of the total estimated pts by the net 
sum of £131,874 5s. 5d. : 
R . (c) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants for 
3 3 Army Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 
4 9 Sm a 
Total Surpluses - - - - - - = 1,487,483 17 38 
15 8 Total Deficits - - - - - - - - 885,681 14 0 
02 ' Net Surplus £551,802 3 3 
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{nd whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Army Services, of the whole of the 
sums received in excess of the Estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in 
respect of the same Services ; and have also temporarily authorised 
the application of so much of the said total surpluses on certain Grants 
for Army Services as is necessary to cover the said total deficits on 
other Grants for Army Services. 


‘ That the application of such sums be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 
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Army Services, 1899-1900. 


Votes. 


Gross Expenditure. 


Excesses of 
Actual over 
Estimated 
Gross 
Expenditure. 


| 
| 
| 


Surpluses of | 
Estimated 
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| Deficiencies of 
Actual as 
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ral Staff, 
Reserve, 


ments) 


Medical E stablishments : : 


Pay, ete. 
Militia : 


Yeomanry Cavalry : 


and 


Pay, Bounty, ete. 


Pay 


and Allowances.. 


Volunteer Corps : 


Allowances 


P ay and 


Transport and Remounts 


Provisions, 


Forage, 


and 


other Supplies ... 


Clothing 


Esti iblishments 
and Ser vices 


Warlike and other | Stores: 
Supply and Repair 
Works, Buildings, and Re- 


pairs : 


Cost, 


including 


Staff for Engineer Ser- 


vices 


Establishments for 


Mili- 


tary Education.. 


Miscellaneous 


Services ... 
War Office: 


Miscellaneous 


Effective 


Salaries and 


Charges 


Non-etlective Charges for 


Officers, etc. 


Non-effective C ‘harges for 


Men, ete.. 


Super tnnuation, Compen- n- 


sation, and C ve 
ate Allowances . 


Balances irrecoverable 


29,480 6 


110,470 9 5 


491,877 10 11 | 


88,006 0 11 
201,370 16 4 


141112 3 


23,058 8 


co 


3,308 10 9 | 


or 


1,086,432 15 


250,294 11 1 
4,661 5 5 


10,664 15 2 





950,384 16 


6 1,634,061 5 2 
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Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. ‘3 me és 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. ditchie, Croydon) 


Report deferred till Monday next. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ’—(Mr. 
John Redmond)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty minutes before One of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 12TH AUGUST, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill ; Devon- 
port Corporation (Gas) Bill ; Southampton and Winchester Great Western 
Junction Railway Bill; London County Council (General Powers) Bill : 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Leeds Corporation Water Bill i L. | —Commons’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to i, x 56 bal iv 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill ; London United Tramways 
Bill; Wallasey Improvement  Bill.—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [1.1]; 
Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [1.1. a: eturned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments - ; 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert,land South Snowdon Railway Bill [1.L.] ; Weston- 
super-Mare Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.) 
Bill [4.1..]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments : 
the said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons; read 1%; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 
| No. 192.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 

Lunacy (ScotLanp) Act.—Forty-third Annual Report of the General Board of 
Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland .. ; ; 

Boarp OF Epucation.—Report of the Board of Education, 1900-1901 :-—1. 
Vol. I. The Report ; 2. Vol. IL Appendix; 3. Vol. IL. Appendix 

QurEN’s COLLEGE, GALWAY.—Annual Report of the President, for the Session 
1900-1901 

Lunacy (IRELAND). — Fiftieth Report, with Appendices, of the Inspectors of 
Lunatics, for the year ended 31st December, 1900.. 


Birtus, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES (ENGLAND).—Sixty-third Annual Report of 
the Registrar General of Births, Deaths, and Marriages i in England (1900) 


Post Orrice.—Forty-seventh Report of the Postmaster General .. 
VOL. XCIX. [FouRTH SERIES. | d 
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Cus ; Report of the Commissioners of Customs, for 
the year ended 31st March, 1901 
INLAND Revenve.—Forty-fourth Report of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 


for the year ended 31st March, 1901 


GOVERNMENT LABoRATORY.—Report of the Principal Chemist, Government 


Laboratory, upon the work of the Laboratory, for the year ended 31st March, 


1901; with Appendices 


MINES AND QuarRIESs.—General Report and Statistics for 1900: Part IL. Labour. 
General Report and Statistics relating to persons employed, and accidents 
at mines and quarries in the United Kingdom ; and to the enforcement 
of the Mines and Quarries Acts 

Inpia (RAiLWAyYs).—Administration Report on the Railways in India, for the 
vear 1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 

Foreign Jurispiction Act, 1890.—Order in Council of 8th August, 1901, 
entitled the East Africa (Lands) Order in Council, 1901 

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS ACT, 1881, AND FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890.—Order 
in Council of 8th August, 1901, applying the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, 
to certain South African Colonies and Protectorates. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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398 


» 
398 


398 
399 


399 


399 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill [Seconp Reapinc].— 


Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) .. oe 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2a.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Earl Spencer 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a Com- 


mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


House adjourned at a quarter past five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 12th AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Derby Corporation Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to .. 


Harrogate Corporation Bill {Lords].—King’s consent hears read the 
third time, and passed with Amendments .. % 


Llanelly Harbour Bill ne —Read the third ‘uals and sities without 


amendment 


Rugby Water and bieonvnnees Bill M [Lan —Read the third time, and 


passed, with Amendments 


City and Brixton Railway Bill Lords} —As amended, considered ;_ to 
be read the third time .. aN : ‘ és di 


Watford and District on Bill Lois] (Nor saan —Con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time 
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Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Re- 


committed) Bill {Lords].—As amended, considered ; read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments ais - - ia as ‘ 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] [UnpreR 
THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899]—Read a 
second time ; to be considered to-morrow 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, ‘the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Order (No. 4) Bill. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill :— 

Ordered, That, in the case of the Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 4) Bill, the Standing Orders be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read a second time.--(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Bill accordingly read a second time. 

Ordered, That the Standing Orders be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Bill accordingly read a third time, and passed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps :— 
That they have agreed to Loch Leven Water Power Bill, with Amendments. 
That they have agreed to Amendments to:—Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Leeds Corporation (General Powers) 
Bill [Lords] ; South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]; Stratton and 
Bude Improvement Bill [Lords]; without amendment ‘a 


PETITIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE.—Petitions for alteration of law, from Dunston and Mether- 
ingham ; Knuzden; and Lincoln ; to lie upon the Table 


Factory AND WorksHOP AcTS AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION -BILL.—Peti- 
tions for alteration, from Cotton Spinners and Cotton Manufacturers of 
Lancashire ; and Flax Spinners and Linen Manufacturers of Ireland ; 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Rotherhithe ; and South Norwood ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL AND RoyaL DECLARATION BILL.—Petition 
from Tewkesbury against ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BoarD OF EDUCATION :— 

Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Education, 1900-1901. Vol. I. 
The Report [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Education, 1900-1901. 
Vol. II. Appendix [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Education, 1900-1901. 
Vol. II. Appendix [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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FOREIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
8th August, 1901, entitled the East Africa (Lands) Order in Council, 1901, 

{by Act]; to lie upon the Table , “s Ze - ‘ ; 


FUGITIVE OFFENDERS AcT, 1881, AND ForEIGN JurIspIcTION Act, 1890.— 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 8th August, 1901, applying the 
Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, to certain South African Colonies and 
Protectorates [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


BirtHs, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES (ENGLAND).-—Copy presented, of Sixty-third 
Annual Report of the Registrar General, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table a we ; - 


LocaL Taxation Licences, 1900-1901.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 9th August; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 328.] 


MINES AND QuaRRIES.—Copy presented, of General Report and Statistics for 
the year 1900; Part Il., Labour; General Report and Statistics relating 
to persons employed and accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United 
Kingdom, and to the enforcement of the Mines and Quarries Acts [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


County Courts (PLAINTS AND Sitrincs).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 6th August ; Mr. Jesse Collings]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 329.] es = oe ~ So vi me ii 

Lunacy (ScoTLanpD).—Copy presented, of Forty-third Annual Report of the 
General Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 

GOVERNMENT LABORATORY.—Copy presented, of Report of the principal Chemist 
upon the work of the Government Laboratory for the year ended 31st 
March, 1901, with Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


INLAND REVENUE.—Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report of the Commissioners 
for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ; 


NATIONAL Dest.—Copy presented, of Return showing (1) the Aggregate Gross 
Liabilities of the State as represented by the Nominal Funded Debt, Esti- 
mated Capital Value of Terminable Annuities, Unfunded Debt, and other 
Liabilities in respect of Debt, the Estimated Assets, and the Exchequer 
Balances at the close of each financial year from 1835-6 to 1900-1901, both 
inclusive ; and (2) the Gross and Net Expenditure charged annually during 
that period against the Public Revenue on account of the National Debt, 
and other payments connected with Capital Liabilities (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper [C. 350] of Session 1900) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table : i. re 


Post Orrice.—Copy presented, of Forty-seventh Report of the Postmaster 
General [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Customs.—Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Report of the Commissioners of 
Customs, for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. ay 4 
ENGLISH, ScoTcH, AND IrIsH Loans Written Orr.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 9th August ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 330.] ‘ 
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East InpIA (RaILways).—Copy presented, of Administration Report on the 
Railways in India for the year 1900, by F. R. Upcott, Esquire, C.S.1., Secre- 
tary to the Government of India, Publie Works Department, Railways 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Lunacy (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Fiftieth Report, with Appendices, of 
Inspectors of Lunatics (Ireland) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE (GALWaAY).—Copy presented, of Report of the President for 
the Session 1900-1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) OFFicIALsS.—Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 14th March; Mr. Wyndham]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 331.] 3 - ie ia 7” - - ‘ 


RoyaL Irish CoNsTABULARY.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
Ist July; Mr. Patrick 0 iced to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 332.] ty a - - + a “s 


County Court VALuers (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered Ist August : Mr. Jordan] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 333] ae ssh s - “i id ais i r a 


RAILWAY AND Harpour GUARANTEES (KeERRY).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 2nd August; Mr. Thomas O piesa tee to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 334.] - ae ba 


ALCOHOLIC BeveRAGES.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 5th 
August ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 335.] Ss i re - i bs “a iv ¥ 


CoLoNtAL Import Duties, 1901.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
9th August ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 336.] be 3 £3 . Bs - - ie ; 


Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House :— 


1. Inquiry into Charities (County of Lancaster)—Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 8th August, 1898 ; Mr. Grant Lawson] ; to be printed. 
[No. 337.] 

2. Inquiry into Charities (Administrative County of Durham)—Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900; Mr. Grant 
Lawson] ; to be printed. [No. 338. ] 

3. Inquiry into Charities (County of Montgomery).—Further Return, 
relative thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900; Mr. Grant Lawson] : 
to be printed. [No. 339.] 

4. Charitable Endowments (London).—Further Return relative thereto 


[ordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson] ; to be printed. 
[No. 340.] oho pce col: a, chek oe ke Sea 


ADJOURNMENT Motions UNDER STANDING OrpDeR No. 17.—Return ordered, 


“of Motions for Adjournment under Standing Order No. 17, showing 
the date of such Motion, the name of the Me mber proposing, the definite 
matter of urgent public importance, and the result of any division taken 
thereon during Session IT. of 1900 and the Session of 1901 (in the name 
form as, and in continuation of, Parliamentary Paper No. 329, of Session I. 


of 1900)."—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
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CLOSURE OF DEBATE (STANDING OrDER No. 25).—Return ordered, ‘* respecting 


application of Standing Order No. 25 (Closure of Debate) during Session II. 
of 1900 and the Session of 1901, under the following heads :— 


-_ 


2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 





Page 











Chair, a decision 
would shortly be 
and, if a Division, 


Numbers for and 


arrived at without 
against. 


that Motion. 
Result of Motion, 


Speaker or Chair- 
because, in the 
opinion of the 


Date when Closure 
man. 


moved, 
By whom moved. 
Question before 
House or Com- 
mittee when 
moved. 
Whether in House 
or Committee. 
Whether assent 
given to Motion 
or withheld by 





| Assent withheld 








| 





(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 330, of Session I. of 1900).”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 








DIVISIONS OF THE Hovuse.—Return ordered, *‘ of the number of Divisions of the 


House in Session I. of 1900 and in the Session of 1901 ; stating the subject 
of the Division, and the number of Members in the majority and minority, 
Tellers included ; also. the aggregate number in the House on each Division ; 

distinguishing the Divisions on Public Business from Private ; and also 
the number of Divisions before and after midnight (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 0.207 of Session I. of 1900).”” —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PuBLic Bitis.—Return ordered, ** of the number of Public Bills, distinguishing 


Government from other Bills, introduced into this House, or brought from 
the House of Lords, during the Session II. of 1900 and during the Session 
of 1901 ; showing the number which received the Royal Assent ; the number 
which were passed by this House, but not by the House of Lords ; the 
number passed by the House of Lords, but not by this House ; and dis- 
tinguishing the stages at which such Bills as did not receive the Royal 
Assent were dropped or postponed and rejected in either House of Parlia- 
ment (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 0.215, of Session I. of 
1900)."”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PuBLic PeTiTIoNs.—Return ordered, ** of the number of Public Petitions pre- 


sented and printed in Session II. of 1900 and in the Session of 1901 ; with 
the total number of signatures in that year (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper No. 0.216, of Session I. of 1900).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


SELECT CoMMITTEES.—Return ordered, ‘‘ of the number of Select Committees 


appointed in the Session of 1901, including the Standing Committees and 
the Court of Referees ; the subjects of inquiry ; the names of the Members 
appointed to serve on each ; and of the C hairman of each : ; the number of 
days each Committee met, and the number of days each Member attended ; 
the total expense of the attendance of witnesses at each Select Committee, 
and the name of the Member who moved for such Select Committee ; also 
thé total number of Members who served on Select Committees (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary a No. 0.214, of Session I. of 1900).”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) : a As e ie + 


SITTINGS OF THE House.—Return ordered, ** of the number of days on which 


the House sat in Session IT. of 1900 and in the Session of 1901, stating for 
each day the date of the month and day of the week, the hour of the meeting, 
and the hour of adjournment ; and the total number of hours occupied 
in the Sittings of the House, and the average time ; and showing the number 
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of hours on which the House sat each day, and the number of hours after 
midnight ; and the number of entries in each day's Votes and Proceedings 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 0.217, of Session I. of 1900).” 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) - os “e we - ‘le ia os 


BusINESS OF THE House (Days OccUPIED BY GOVERNMENT AND BY PRIVATE 
MeEMBERS).—Return ordered, ‘‘ showing, with reference to Session I]. of 
1900 and the Session of 1901, (1) the number of Sittings on Tuesdays, 
Wednesdays, and Fridays at which Government Business had precedence ; 
(2) the number of Sittings on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Fridays at which 
Private Members had precedence ; (3) the number of other Sittings at which, 
in accordance with the Standing Orders of the House, Government Business 
had precedence ; (4) the number of Sittings at which Government Business 
had precedence under a special Order of the House ; (5) the number of 
Saturday Sittings : (6) the total number of Sittings at which Government 
Business had precedence ; (7) the total number of days on which the House 
sat ; (8) the total number of Motions for Adjournment of the House on a 
matter of urgent public importance ; and (9) the number of days on which 
Business of Supply was considered (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 331, of Session I. of 1900).°—(Mr. Caldirell.)  .. oe ne 

PRIVATE BILLS AND PRIVATE BUSINESS :— 

Return ordered. “ of the number of Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for 
confirming Provisional Orders introduced into the House of Commons 
and brought from the House of Lords, and of Acts passed in the Session 
of 1901, classed according to the following subjects :—Railways ; 
Tramways ; Tramroads ; Subways ; Canals and Navigations ; Roads 
and Bridges ; Water ; Gas ; Gas and Water ; Improvement ; Police and 
Sanitary Regulations ; Corporations, ete. (not relating to Police and 
Sanitary Regulations) ; Ports, Piers, Harbours, and Docks ; Churches, 
Chapels, and Burying Grounds ; Markets and Fairs ; Inclosure and 
Drainage ; Estate ; Divorce ; Naturalisation ; and Miscellaneous. 

‘ Of all the Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for confirming Provisional 
Orders which in the Session of 1901 have been reported on by Com- 
mittees on Opposed Private Bills or by Committees nominated partly 
by the House and partly by the Committee of Selection, together with 
the names of the selected Members who served on each Committee ; 
the first and also the last day of the sitting of each Committee : the 
number of days on which each Committee sat ; the number of days 
on which each selected Member has served ; the number of days oecu- 
pied by each Bill in Committee ; the Bills the Preambles of which were 
reported to have been proved ; the Bills the preambles of which were 
reported to have been not proved ; and, in the case of Bills for con- 
firming Provisional Orders, whether the Provisional Orders ought or 
ought not to be confirmed. 

“* Of all Private Bills and Bills for confirming Provisional Orders which, in 
the Session of 1900, have been referred by the Committee of Selection, 
or by the General Committee on Railway and Canal Bills, to the Chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, together with the names 
of the Members who served on each Committee ; the number of days 
on which each Committee sat ; and the number of days on which each 
Member attended. 

** And, of the number of Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for confirming 
Provisional Orders withdrawn or not proceeded with by the parties, 
those Bills being specified which have been referred to Committees 
and dropped during the sittings of the Committee (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper No. 0.21 3, of Session I. of dhsapisi — Mr. 

Caldwell.) 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 167; Noes, 77. (Division List No. 459.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 183; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 460.) 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill.— 


As amended (by the Standing Committee), considered. 


/ 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 5, line 12, to leave out from the word * class ° to the word 
* factories,’ in line 14, inclusive,’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part 


of the Bill.” 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Sir Charles Dilke 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 
Amendment proposed— 
* In Clause 9, page 6, line 5, at end to insert, * (2) The Secretary of 


State shall, by special order, determine what is sufficient and suitable 
accommodation within the meaning of this section.” ’’—(Mr. Tennant.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 
Sir Charles Dilke 
Amendment proposed— 


In page 7, line 24, to leave out the word * eighteen,’ and insert the 
word ‘twelve.’ ’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, * That the word * eighteen’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Ritchie 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir Charles Dilke 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 8, after the word ‘ child,’ to insert the words * or 
young person.’ ”’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 
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. Amendment proposed— 
“In page 8, line 14, after the word ‘ power,’ to insert the words, 
‘ provided that the Secretary of State may, by special order, except any 
part of the machinery in a textile factory or any place under such 
) machinery from the provisions of this sub-section.’ "—(Mr. Harwood.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 2 ee a - a = os =, .. 506 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 2% ¢2 “s - .. 906 
Amendment proposed—- 
503 “In page 10, line 5, to leave out Sub-section (7) of Clause 14.”— 
(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
Mr. Ritchie i as “3 ss sth si es as .. 507 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

903 

on Amendment proposed— 

504 “In page 10, line 20, after the word ‘ workshop,’ to insert the 
words ‘the construction or rebuilding of which was not commenced 
before the commencement of this Act.’ "—(.Mr. Tomlinson.) 

204 (Juestion proposed, ** That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Ritchie - Si ad a _ ; . - .. 507 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir Charles Dilke oS = a oe os i a .. 508 
Amendment proposed— 

504 “In page 11, line 17, atter the word ‘is,’ to insert the words ‘ so 

constructed or.’ "—{Sir Charles Dilke.) 
Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie x - .. .. s 5 .. a8 .. 908 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
505 Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) a ad os . .. 508 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 12, line 2, to leave out from the word ‘ him,’ to the word 

505 ‘ work,’ in line 4, inclusive, in order to insert the words ‘ from being 
employed after the expiry of the three working days next after the 
occurrence of the accident.’ ’—(Mr. Renshaw.) 

Question proposed, * That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.’ 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) -. 533 - és - .. 509 
Sir Charles Dilke i - ed + = re vs .. 509 
Mr. Ritchie ie ae ae S as af i iy .- 509 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 































Mr. Louis Sinclair 


Amendment proposed— 
‘‘ In page 12, line 6, after the word ‘ district,’ to insert the words ‘ and 
such notice shall in all cases be given by the immediate employer of 
the injured person.’ ”°—(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Louis Sinclair 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 12, line 26, after the word * pounds,’ to insert asa new 
sub-clause, ‘(6) a case of any defective machinery or construction in 
any building brought about either by decay or want of proper skilled 
attention, the person responsible shall be the immediate employer. 
and not the owner or occupier.’ ”’—(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Renshaw 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 15, line 19, to leave out the word * noon.” and insert the 
words ‘one o'clock in the afternoon.’ ”"—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ noon’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Harwood ; ie * zs 

Mr. James Kenyon (Lancashire, Bury) 
Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) 

Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 

Mr. Ritchie pe i 5% om . 
Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester, N.W.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 163; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 461.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) moved, “ That this House do now adjourn ” 
but Mr. Speaker, being of opinion that the motion was an abuse of the 
_ rules of the House, declined to propose the Question thereupon to 
_ the House. 
Mr. Renshaw 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 15, line 30, after the word ‘ whatever,’ to insert the words, 
‘Provided that these hours shall apply to employment in a cotton 
spinning mill or cotton cloth factory only.’”—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Ritchie 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Tennant 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 17, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘ afternoon,’ t 
the word ‘ afternoon,’ in line 15, inclusive.’—(Mr. Tennant). 


(Juestion proposed, ‘“‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” : 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 127. (Division List No. 462.) 
Mr. Renshaw 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 20, line 17, to leave out Sub-section (4) of Clause 31, and 
insert the words, (4) ‘ If a woman or young person is employed by the 
occupier of a factory or workshop on the same day, both in the factory 
or workshop, and in a shop, then—(a) the whole time during which 
that woman or young person is employed shall not exceed the 
number of hours permitted by this Act for her or his employment in the 
factory or workshop on that day ; and (4) if the woman or young person 
is employed in the shop, except during the period of employment fixed 
by the occupier, and specified in a notice affixed in the factory or work- 
shop in pursuance of this Act, the occupier shali make the prescribed 
entry in the general register with regard to his or her employment.’’— 
(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part 


of the Bill.” 


Sir Charles Dilke 

Mr. Ritchie 

Mr. Tennant 5 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E:.) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) es - 

Sir J. Stirling Maxwell (Glasgow, College) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ise - 

Mr. Tomlinson be “ 

Mr. T. M. Healy mn i - we “ 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 129 ; Noes, 162. (Division List No. 463.) 
Words inserted. 

Sir Charles Dilke 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 26, lines 27 and 28, to leave out the words ‘ young persons 


and.’ ”’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be feft out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ay 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 
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word ‘three.’ ’’—(Mr. Renshaw.) Ar 
Question proposed, * That the word ‘ two ’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Sir Howard Vincent aor et os . oO At 
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Question put. Ot 
The House divided :—Ayes, 113; Noes, 138. (Division List No. 464.) 
Question put, * That the word ‘ three ’ be there inserted.”’ An 
The House divided :—Ayes, 138 ; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 465.) r 
Amendment proposed— I 
‘In page 29, line 16, to leave out the word * twenty-five,’ and insert A 
the word * thirty. —(Mr. Renshaw.) Otl 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ twenty-five ’ stand part of the clause. ” an 
Sir Charles Dilke ‘ és - - - v 3 .. 561 
Mr. Ritchie - x i ee bd ve se ss Sol 
Mr. T. M. Healy ie a i os cv os ‘es s~ O08 licut R 
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East Ir 
Amendment proposed— Rea 
“In Clause 101, page 54, line 19, to leave out ‘ A place underground,’ ‘ 
and insert ‘ An underground bakehouse.’ ”.-(Mr. Ritchie.) Navy ay 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 101, page 54, line 20, to leave out ‘ on the first day of 
January, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-six,’ and insert ‘ at the 
passing of this Act.’”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. T,. M. Healy ... 
Mr. Ritchie 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 101, page 54, line 22, at beginning, to insert ‘ Subject 
co the foregoing provision.’ ’”—( Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. Ritchie 
Mr. John Burns .. 


({mendment agreed to. 
Mr. Thornton (Battersea, Clapham) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In Clause 101, page 54, line 26, after the word ‘ any’ to insert the 
word * baking.” "—( Mr. Thornton.) 


‘Question proposed, “* That the word * baking ’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. Ritchie . 
Mr. John Burns .. 


Amendment agreed to. 

Other Amendments made. 
Mr. Cohen 

Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 101, page 55, line 13, at end, to insert ‘ or in the alter- 
native the court may, at the request of the occupier, determine the 
lease.’ ’”—(Mr. Cohen.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 
Further Proceedings on Consideration, as amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), deferred till to-morrow. 
Licht Ramways [SaLary].---Considered in Committee. 


Resolved, “‘ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of a salary not exceeding £1,000 a year 
to another of the Commissioners appointed under the provisions of the 
Light Railways Act, 1896.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Resolution to be reported this day 


East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway an Bill. — 
Read a second time, and committed for this day . a 


Navy aND Army EXPENDITURE, 1899-1900.—Re olutions reported. 
VOL. XCIX. [Fourty SEriEs.] e 
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Whereas it appears by the Navy Appropriation Account for the year ended 
the 31st day of March, 1900, and the statement appended thereto, as 


follows, viz. :— 


(a) That the gross expenditure for certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £1,151,718 11s. 2d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the schedule hereto appended, while the gross 
expenditure for other Navy services fell short of the estimate of such 
expenditure by a total sum of £1,749,812 15s. 2d., as shown in Column 
No. 2 of the said appended schedule, so that the gross actual expendi- 
ture for the whole of the Navy Services fell short of the gross estimated 
expenditure by the net sum of £598,094 4s. ; 


{b) That the total actual receipts in aid of the grants for Navy Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by the sum of £265,185 6s. 6d., 
as shown in Column No. 4 of the said appended schedule ; 


(c) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expenditure are as follows. viz. :— 
. 


Total Surpluses 
Total Deficits 


Net Surplus... 


£863,279 10 6 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Navy Services, of the whole of the 
sum received in excess of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in 


respect of the same Services : 


and have also temporarily authorised 


the application of so much of the said total surpluses on certain Grants 
for Navy Services as is necessary to cover the said total deficits on other 
Grants for Navy Services. 


1. “ That the application of such sums be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 





Navy Services, 
Number of 1899-1900. 
Vote. 

Votes. 


1 .... Wages, ete., of Officers, 
Seamen, and 
Coast Guard, 
Royal Marines 


and 


2 .| Vietualling and Cloth- 
ing for the Navy ... 
3 ... Medical Establish- 
| ments and Services . 
4 . Martial Law ais 
5 ... Edueational Services . 
6 . Scientific Services 
7 toyal Naval Reserves 


Boys, | 


Gross Expenditure. 


Excesses of 
Actual over 
Estimated 
Gross 
Expenditure. 


245,366 4 10 


2,601 17 8 


Surpluses of 
Estimated 
over Actual 
Gross 
Expenditure. 


29,559 17 0 


29 16 11 


5,001 12 6) 
1,148 15 2 
49243 13 1 


Appropriations in Aid. 
Deficiencies | Surpluses 
of Actual of Actual 
as compared as compared 


with with 
Estimated | Estimated 
Receipts. Receipts. 
3. 4. 
£ Koa c °e 


— 5,078 14 0 
— 94,407 5 1 


= 1,745 7 
a 40 17 2 
— 395 7 
— 5,159 13 I 
o- 95 3 3 
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{—continued. 
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Page 





Number of 
Vote. 


16 


.| Shipbuilding, 


.| Miscellaneous 


.| Naval 





Navy Services, 
1899-1900. 


Votes. 


Repairs, | 

Maintenance, ete. : 
Personnel 
Matériel 


Contract Work ue | 


Naval Armaments 


| W. orks, Buildings, and | 


Repairs at Home and | 
Abroad ae 
Effee- | 
tive Services 
Admiralty Office 
Half-pay, Reserved | 
and Retired Pay... 
and = Marine | 
Pensions, Gratuities, 
and Compassionate | 
Allowan-es ... 
Civil Pensions 
Gratuities 
Additional Nav al | 
Free for Service in 
Australasian Waters 





and | 


Amount written off as | 
irrecoverable 


| 


Gross Expenditure. 








Appropriations in Aid, 











. | Defici siencies | Surpluses 
Excesses of | Surpluses of | d 
; Actual over | Estimated |_of Actus al 1 of Actual 1 
Estimated eter Aekest —_—" is compare 
Gross Gross 2 with 5 with 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. | Estimated Estimated 
Receipts. Receipts. 
1. 2. 3: 4. 
| | aa 
£ « a: £ -& ‘a: £ s. d.| £--s. de 
| | 
64,419 O 2 — — 240 9 11 
809,951 11 11, _- — 1126,088 17 4 
sm 1,489,405 13. 5 and | 315 3 3 
-—— 124.970 1 9 — 1 19413 14 9 
| 
- 40,256 2 7 — | 10,865 15 8 
7,140 8 7 iz - | 1135 0 2 
ne 4499 8 8 ma | 10 7 
| 
_ 808 7 5 — | i7 -3°.6 
os 10,130 5 1 — 118 17 10 
— 1,759 1 7 —- | 847 
| 
4216 0 ~ wei | 6-442 0 OO 
| 2,196 12 0 — — | asi 
sion 
1,151,718 11 21,749,819 15 2 — 265,185 6 6 


| 


Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... 





Net Surplus, 


£598,094 4 


0 


Surplus, £265,185 6 6 





£863,279 10 6 


Whereas it appears by the Army Appropriation Account for the year ended 


the 


31st day of March, 


follows, viz. :— 


1900, and the statement appended thereto, as 


(a) That the gross expenditure for certain Army Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £950,384 16s. 6d., as 


shown in column No. 1 of the schedule hereto appended ; 


while the 


gross expenditure for other Army Services fell short of the estimate 


of such expenditure by a total sum of £1,634,061 5s. 


2d., as sho 


wn in 


Column No. 2 of the said appended schedule ; so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the Army Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net sum of £683,676 8s. 8d. ; 


(b) That the receipts in aid of certain Army Services fell short of the 
estimate of such receipts by a total sum of £262,092 2s. 3d., as shown 
in Column N 


e2 


o. 2 of the said appended schedule ; while the receipts in 
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aid of other Army Services exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a 
total sum of £130,217 16s. 10d., as shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
appended schedule ; so that the total actual receipts in aid of the Grants 
for Army Services fell short of the total estimated receipts by the net 
sum of £131,874 5s. 5d. ; 
(c) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants for 
_Army Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :—- 


Total Surpluses 
Total Deficits - 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


5 8 dk 
Moi ate ae oy: Rg 
M ‘ x 5 “ = - 885,681 14 O 





£551,802 3 3 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 


temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Army Services, of the whole of the 
sums received in excess of the Estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in 
respect of the same Services ; and have also temporarily “authorised 
the application of so much of the said total surpluses on certain Grants 
for Army Services as is necessary to cover the said total deficits on 
other Grants for Army Services. 


or 


That the application of such sums be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 





Page 





Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 


Excesses of | Surpluses of | Deficienciesof Surpluses 





S Army Services, 1899-1900. of 
A Actual over | Estimated | Actual as Actual as 
a Votes. Estimated | over Actual ‘compared with compared with 
° Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
S Expenditure. | Expenditure. Xeceipts. Receipts. 
] 2 3. 4 
| £ sd x 6. a. g «dd S BSE 
1 Pay, ete., of Army (Gene- 
| ral Staff, Regiments, 
| Reserve, and “Depart: 
{| ments) ... ae — - 1,086,432 15 4 129,050 6 7 — 
2 Medical Establishments : 
| Pay, ete. .. 29.480 6 5 ‘ns ; 425 010 
3 | Militia : Pay, Bounty, ete. — 250,294 11 1 —— ' 29916 8 5 
4 | Yeomanry Cavalry : Pay 
and Allowances.. -- 4661 5 5 3.0 «0 — 
5 | Volunteer Corps : Pay and 
| Allowances . -- 10,664 15 2 - i 73615 8 
6 | Transport and Remounts 110,470 9 5 ae ae | 38,237 8 3 
7 | Provisions, Forage, and 
| other } Supplies 491,877 10 11 — = | 58,983 5 11 
8 | Clothing Establishments 
| and Services. 88,006 0 11 — 58,404 3 6) — 
9 | Warlike and other Stores: | | 
Supply and Repair 201,370 16 4 = | 770 3 2 
10 | Works, Buildings, and Re- 
pairs: Cost, including 
Staff for Engineer Ser- | 
| -viees i _- 224,270 4 7 51,015 13 1 | a 
11 | Establishments for Mili- 
tary Education.. 1,411 12 3 _- — | 3,729 11 7 
2 | Miscellaneous Effective , | 
Services ... ca ... | 23,058 8 5 24,197 15 10 
3 | War Office: Salaries and 
Miscellaneous Charges 3,308 10 9 — 130 1 0 
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SCHEDU LE—continued. 























Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 
S | ; Excesses of | Surpluses of | Deficiencies of Surpluses of 
> | Army Services, 1899-1900. | Actual over | Estimated Actualas | Actual as 
| z Estimated {| over Actual {compared with'compared with 
7 Votes. Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
5 Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
e4 \ ' 
‘ee iz i a ae 3. 4 
| £ os. dl £ «a di £ 8s. d. £ se. a. 
14 | Non-effective Charges for | | 
Officers, ete... ee _ 54,553 3 6! 20,962 4 6 | — 
15 | Non-effective Charges for | 
PEO ON nek | ass | 318410 1) 2656 14 7 | ~ 
16 | Superannuation, Compen- 
sation, and Compassion- | | 
ate Allowances ... | 643 2 8 — — 92 6 2 
| | | 
Balances irrecoverable 757 18 5 | -- | — _ 
| ee 


= | ~ - 7 : i 
950,384 16 6 (1,634,061 5 2) 262,092 2 3 | 130,217 16 10 








Net Surplus, £683,676 8 8 Net Deficit, £131,874 5 5 


Me: 





Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... £551,802 3 3 


er 
~I 
ais 

Ge 


Mr. Dillon 


Resolutions agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS [8TH Aucust].—Resolution reported— 

“That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
Service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, the sum of 
£86,756,285 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 

Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—‘To apply a sum out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1902, and to appropriate the Supplies granted in this Session of 
Parliament.” 

Presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
to-morrow. 

Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) in the Chair.] 
Mr. T. M. Healy 4 - - ie Re v4 .. 573 


Bill reported without amendments ; read the third time, and passed. 


Public Works Loan Bill.—Read a second time, and committed forto-morrow 574 
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Marriages Legalisation Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee ; Com- 
mittee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow : i , us 





NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF ADJACENT LAND) aii = tall 
reported— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred by the Commissioners 
of Works under any Act of the present session for the acquisition of 
certain land, near the National Gallery in London, and for other 
purposes connected therewith.” 


Resolution agreed to. 
National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) (Re Committed) Bill.— 


Considered in Committee, and reported, without amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill ees —Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow : - — ss = 5 a ee 


Youthful Offenders Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), con- 
sidered. 
A clause (Limitation of Costs)—{Mr. Secretary Ritchie)—brought up, and 
read the first and second time, and added. 


Further Proceeding on Consideration, as amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), deferred till to-morrow 


Registration of Births and Deaths Bill.—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Question [17th June], “ That the Bill be now read 
a second time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow .. 
Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [Expenses ].—Considered in Committee. 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred in relation to 
Criminal Lunaties under any Act of the present Session to amend the 
Law relating to Lunatics in Ireland.—(Mr. ere 

Resolution to be reported to-morrow 


Prisons (Scotland) Bill [Lords].—Order for Second me read, and dis- 


charged. Bill withdrawn 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) ) Bill [Lords] —-Order for Second 


Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn 


ustoms Duties (Isle of Man) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :- - 
An Amendment made. 


Mr. T. M. Healy 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered to-norrow. 


or 


ce 


cr 


ot 
cr 


cr 
cr 


st 


ocr 


or 


ocr 
or 





Aug 
Col 


Tool 


The 


Mal 


Lla 
Der 


Har 


Seco 


CHIN 


LANI 


LANI 





cr 


Gr 


or 
on 


cr 
cr 


>] 


or 


or 


or cr 
ee 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 12.] Paqe 
Colonial Acts Confirmation Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Power (Waterford, FE.) . "8 .. 576 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert F inlay, Inverness s Burgh) - .. 576 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. : a .. oe 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Three of the clock, a.m. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 137TH AUGUST, 1901. 


TooK THE OATH. —The Lord Lurgan took the Oath + 577 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :—Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4). The same was ordered to lie on 
the Table 577 

Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express a Bill oi J.— 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to : vx Se 

Llanelly Harbour Bill [u.1.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 577 

Derby Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to ae a # on 3 i 25 RE 

Harrogate Corporation Bill [1.L.]; Rugby Water and Improvement Bill 
[H.L. ]. had from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to.» ‘ a 577 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Secondary Epucation (SCOTLAND).—Report for 1901, by Sir Henry Craik, 
K.C.B., on the inspection of higher-class schools and the examination for 
leaving certificates  .. a me ep Le £ ie ne ~« Bee 

Crna, No. 6 (1901).—-Further correspondence respecting the disturbances in 
China (in continuation of “ China, No. 5 (1901)”). Presented (by Com- 
mand), and ordered to lieonthe Table... ae a és ee} 

LAND Law (IRELAND) AcT, 1881.—Return respecting ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Order of Thursday last), and to be printed. [No. 193.]  .. 578 

LAND Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887.—Return respecting ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Order of the Ist instant), and to be printed. [No. 194.] .. 578 
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WorKHOUSE INFIRMARIES AND FEVER HospItats (IRELAND).—Return respecting ; 
laid before the House (pursuant to Order of the 26th of April last), and to 





























be printed. [No. 195.] 78 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.— House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3a on Thursday next .. .. 598 
Ir1sH LAND PuRCHASE ACTS :— 
Viscount Templetown .. - Pe = z i * .. 578 


Moved, for the following Return— 

Return showing, as far as practicable, for each year (or other stated period) 
(1) the Lowest and Highest Prices (in each calendar year) of Guaranteed 
Land Stock ; and (2) the Number and Amount of Loans under the 
Land Purchase Acts (as defined in Section 48 (1) of the Land Law 
(Ireland) Act, 1896). Such Return to be as nearly as possible in the 
following form :— 


TABLE I.—Loans issued under all the said Acts in respect of Transactions for the Purchase by 
Tenants of their Holdings entered into prior to the passing of the Purchase of Land 
(ireiand) Act, 1885, viz. :— 

(2) Number of Loans issued 

(>) Amount of such Loans - - a 


| Price of Land Loans Loans Loans 
| Stock. | Applied for. | Sanctioned. Issued. 





Year ended. | | 


(1) | 


Lowest 
Highest. 
Amount. 
> Number. 
Amount. 
Cc Amount. 


@# Number. 


w 
Cy 
= Number. 


| { 


ou 
_ 
— 

~J 
~~ 








TABLE II.—Under Land Purchase Acts of 1885 (except Section 5), 1887, 1888, and 1889. 


| | 
| £ £ £ 
August 22nd, 1886 - . : S| ne 


: ie ee ef = | 
ef ee ke Es | 
. Je “ 
a aa em 
if <a ; 
August 22nd, 1891, to March 3lst, | = 
1901. -- - 
Totals . - - -| — — 





TABLE III].—Under Land Purchase Acts of 1891 (except Part II.) and 1896 (except 
Section 40 and Part IV.). 

August 5th, 1891 to March 31st, 1893 | 

Year ended March 31st, 1894 - 





| 
” ” 1895 Z H 
” ” 1896 , | 
9 ” 1897 - | | 
+ Se 1898 “| | | 
a at 1899 | 
”» me 1900 - 
2” a: 1901 an | 


Totals 
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TABLE IV.—Under the Redemption of Rent (Ireland) Act, 1891. 























Price of Land Loans {Loans | Loans 
Stock. Applied for. Sanctioned. Issued. 
Year ended |-- .* 21 ee ie ee Sid 5 pte | = ae 
| + ra | 3 S o9 | € 
(1) | $ = . |) 2) 2+ Bie ee 
a 26 5 | = = F | HB | 
| _ xc Zz < A < A < 
| (2) | (3) (4) | (5) (6) | (7) | (8) (9) 
u — 
| i. | j 
| i. a | £ 
Same periods as in Table IIT. -; Same § Same | 
| asin j asin | | | 
Table | Table | } | 
i. | Wn | | | 


Totals - ~ ‘ < = 





TABLE V.—Under Section 5 of the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1885 (Sales of 
Estates or parts of Estates). 





| i “A. wre 

For each year ended August 22nd,|  — — | | 
from 1886 to 1891. | | 
From August 22nd, 1891, to March , Same | Same | 

















31st, 1893. | asin | asin 
For each year ended March 31st | Table | Table 
from 1894 to 1901. { WE |} TL. | 
} — } Sa = 
Totals - - - - pues oo | | 
| 








TABLE VI.—Under Section 40 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896. 





“ } } | 
Year ended _ 3lst, reo Same as Same as) | | 
is99S ie || «D | | 
é " Table Table j 
” ” 1900 ° Ill Ill j t | H } 
re ‘i 1901 - ae ‘ | | 
Bc SEES, Soares eS Meee 
Totals E : ‘ ae 





TABLE VII.—-Under the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts. 





From August 5th, 1891, to March Sune as|Same as’ | 





| | 
| 
Bist, 1893. | in 
For each year ended March | Table Table | | t 
Bist from 1894 to 1901. | TIL. IIL. | 
} ea i ie SE Paes 
Totals - - - - = | — | { 








Note.—Throughout the foregoing Tables the word “ Loans” indicates separate holdings 
and shows the number of tenant- -purchasers dealt with.—( Viscount Templetown.) 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) .. ‘3 .. 585 


On Question, motion agreed to, and Return ordered to be laid before the 
House. 


MILITARY OPERATIONS NEAR ADEN :— 


Earl Spencer te 
The Under Secretary of State (The k 
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Business OF THE Housr.—Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. to be con- 


sidered on Thursday next in order to their being suspended for the 


remainder of the session 


Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; 
read la ; to be printed ; and to be read 2a on Thursday next (The Earl of 
Denbigh). [No. 196.] 


National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill—Brought from 
the Commons ; read la; to be printed, and referred to the Examiners ; 
and to be read 2a on Thursday next (The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salisbury), 


[No. 197.] 


House adjourned at ten m nutes before Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 131TH AUGUST, 1901, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrRIvATE Bitts.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 220 and 246, relating to 
Private Bills, be suspended for the remainder of the session. That as 
regards Private Bills already returned by the House of Lords with Amend- 
ments, such Amendments be now-considered. That as regards Private 
Bills to be returned by the House of Lords with Amendments, such Amend- 
ments to be considered forthwith. That when it is intended to propose 
any Amendments thereto, a copy of such Amendments shall be deposited 
in the Private Bill Office, and notice given on the day on which the Bill 
shall have been returned from the Lords.—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill. (In pursuance of the Order of the House 
ot this day.)—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords UNDER 
SECTION 9, SUB-SECTION (4), OF THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(ScorTLanp) Act, 1899].—Considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs :— 

That they have agreed to London County Council (Tramways and Street 
Widenings) Bill ; Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill ; Southampton 
and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway Bill ; London 
County Council (General Powers) Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to Leeds Corporation Water Bill 
[Lords] ; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill 
[Lords] ; Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [Lords]; Bristol Corporation 
(Docks and Railways, ete.) Bill [Lords], without Amendment.. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates Act. 1896, ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petition from 
Abington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


GOVERNMENT OF MALTA.—Petition of Members of the Counc'l of Government 
of Malta, for the appointment of a Commission of Inquiry ; to lie upon 
the Table e = A 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour ; from 
Praze (two) ; Rotherhithe ; and Scottish National Sabbath School Union ; 
to lie upon the Table : i ~ ss Ce wp * 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Speymouth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL AND RoyAL DECLARATION BILL.—Petition 
from Bristol, against ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Fee Funp (House or Lorps).—Account presented, of the Fee Fund of the 
House of Lords from 1st April, 1900, to 31st March, 1901 [by saree nas i 
to lie upon the Table : 


PARKS AND GARDENS (LONDON AND DuBLIN).—Return ‘aan relative thereto 
{ordered Ist July; Mr. 7. M. Healy]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 341.] “d os nt = - 3 


CIVIL SERVANTS (RETIREMENT AT THE AGE OF SIXTY-FIVE).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 12th August ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 342.] ie ee 


ELECTRIC SupPLY UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL AUTHORITIES).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered Ist April ; Mr. oe to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 343.] 


ELectTric Supply UNDERTAKINGS (COMPANIES).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 1st April; Mr. Bartley]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 344.] me re ee Sis re ms iy = 


Loca. TAXATION (ENGLAND) Account, 1900-1901.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 9th July; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 345.] es 1 ‘ 


SECONDARY EpucATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Report for the year 
1901 by Sir Henry Craik, K.C.B., on the Inspection of Higher-Class 
Schools in Scotland, and the Examination for leaving Certificates [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Cuina (No. 6, 1901).—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence respecting 
the Disturbances in China (in continuation of China (No. 5, 1901) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table bp 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES.)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,691 to 2,693 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Papers Laip Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House :— 
Adjournment Motions under Standing Order No. 17.—Return 

relative thereto [ordered 12th August; Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 
[No. 346.| 

2. Closure of Debate (Standing Order No. 25).—Return relative thereto 
[ordered 12th August; Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. [No. 347.] 

3. Divisions of the House.—Return relative thereto [ordered 12tl 
August ; Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 

{. Private Bills and Private Business.—Return relative thereto [ordered 
12th August: Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 
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5. Public Bills—Return relative thereto [ordered 12th August; Mr. 

Caldwell]; to be printed. 

6. Public Petitions.—Return relative thereto [ordered 12th August ; Mr. 
Caldwell]; to be printed. 

7. Select Committees.—Return relative thereto [ordered 12th August ; 
Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 

8. Sittings of the House.—Return relative thereto [ordered 12th August ; 
Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 

9. Business of the House (Days occupied by Government and by Private 
Members).—Return relative thereto [ordered 12th August ; Mr. Caldwell ; 
to be printed. [No. 348.] 

10. Sittings of the House (Divisions and Questions).—Return relative 
thereto [ordered 8th August ; Mr. Loder]; to be printed .. = .- 996 


Ixxvi 


East Inpia (INDIAN RatLway Marertats).—Address for * Return, in tons and 
value, of all rolling stock, railway material, and stores supplied for Indian 
State and Guaranteed Railways during the years 1896 to 1900, inclusive, 
distinguishing those supplied by British and Foreign firms or persons, and 
distinguishing whether shipped to India by foreign or British vessels, in 
the following form— 


























as | Seely Shipped in | — Shipped in 
nag firms —— Grms British vessels. | Foreign vessels. 
_ or persons. | or persons. } rs 
Year. pe SSD 
; ly | ly . rE , 
Tons. | Value. | Tons. | Value. Tons. | Value. | Tons. | Value. 
| | 
—-| |  aceies acai GRRE: Ge Main een 
Je | | | 
1897s | | | 
1898 - - | 
1399 - | 
1900 - - | 
ee eg to | | | . 
Totals "| | 
H | | 
| | | 
| | , | 
—(Sir Charles Cayzer) + - ek ‘a ei is ci .. 39 
MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT.—Address for ** Return of the names of every Member 


returned to serve in each Parliament from the year 1885 to the dissolution 
of Parliament in the year 1900, specifying the names of the county, city, 
university, or place for which returned (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 21, of Session 1887).°—(Wr. William Redmond.) .. .. O9l 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF Rates) Act, 1894.—{ Accounts under Section 1 (7) 
of the Act.|—Return ordered, “ showing, according to the Accounts for 
the twelve months preceding the 31st day of March, 1901, furnished to 
the Local Government Board under Section 1 (7) of the London (Equali- 
sation of Rates) Act,1894—(1) The authorities to whom payments under 
the Act were made by the London County Council during the year ; (2) 

the amount so received by each authority during the year ; (3) the amount 

of the expenses incurred during the year by each such authority (a) under 
the Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (including expenses of scavenging 
streets) ; (b) in respect of lighting ; and (c) in respect of streets (other than 
the expenses of scavenging) ; and (4) the amount expended during the yeaz 
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by each such authority out of the sums received by them under the Act 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 323, of Session 1900).”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Harsour AUTHORITIES.—Return ordered, * from the Authorities of the Har- 
bours, ete., of the United Kingdom :—(1) Giving a description of works 
executed within the last twenty years, distinguishing piers, docks, dredging, 
lighting and buoying, other works, and giving the total cost of Works 
under each head; (2) giving present area and depth of accommodation 
in Harbour for ships and boats as compared with area and depth twenty 
years since; (3) giving the names of the engineers employed, stating if 
any engineers’ reports on the Harbour Works have been made, and by 
whom and when ; (4) giving an account of the present state of the Works, 
including depth of water at low water on the bar at entrance ; (5) giving the 
time of high water at full and change of the moon, also the rise of the tide 
at ordinary springs and neaps above low water mean spring tide ; (6) giving 
a statement of the Income for the last twenty years arising from tolls, dues, 
and rates ; (7) stating, in the case of a Fishery Harbour, the ordinary draft 
of fishing vessels when loaded ; (8) giving copies of existing Harbour bye- 
laws and regulations ; (9) giving the name and constitution of the trustees, 
managers, or owners of the Harbour or Harbour Works; (10) stating 
whether the Harbour Authority is constituted by Statute or by Provisional 
Order, and quoting the Statute or Provisional Order; (11) giving the 
limits of the harbour as defined by Statute or Provisional Order, distin- 
guishing (1) conservancy jurisdiction and (2) rating area. In cases where 
the limits are not so defined, stating what are the recognised limits and 
quoting the authority therefor.”.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


QUESTIONS. 


South ArricAN War—Lorp KITCHENER’S PROCLAMATION OF 7TH AUGUST.— 
(Juestions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 
S.), and Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Mititary AMBULANCES.—Question, Mr. Round (Essex, Harwich); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) ; 

Case OF THomMAs MAckig.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

PURCHASE OF FIELD GUNS IN GERMANY.—Questions, Str Charles Dilke (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest of Dean) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.).. 

NON-EFFECTIVE WARSHIPS.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness) ; Answer. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.).. 

Navat Manaeuvres—LEAVE TO SALLORS.—-Question. Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. ; 

New Royat Yacut.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


NavaL Works Bint—Coauinc Factuities at Navan Ports.—Question, Mr. 
fdmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
(Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) ; 


CoALING STATIONS—NAVAL OR MILITARY CoNTROL.—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. oe ¥ Se +s ne 
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NavaL ExpenpITURE.--Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S8.); Answer, Mr. 
Pretyman > ie + 

West AFrican CaBLes.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke : Answer, The Secretary 

of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) .. 


YoMAN CATHOLIC PROCESSION AT WESTMINSTER.—Questions, Colonel Sandys 
(Lancashire, Bootle) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, W.) ; Answers, The Secretary 
of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


BuRNLEY WEAVING SHEDS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie or 

RAILWAY RATES FOR FOREIGN TIMBER.—Question, Mr. Field( Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT RETURN.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.); 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

Memrers’ BatHrooms.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny ) ; Answer, 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augus- 
tine’s) os te i Ss ‘i Sa 

WasaLL Scuoo. Exemprions.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, 
The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University) 

CorPORAL PUNISHMENT IN ELEMENTARY ScHOOLS. — Question, — Dr. 
Maenamara (Camberwell, N.); Answer, Sir John Gorst 


ScHooL ATTENDANCE IN INCLEMENT WEATHER.—(Question, Dr. Macnamara : 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst ; 

Worron-UNDER-EpGe Post OFrrice.—Question, Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

PROSECUTION UNDER THE DeEBTors (SCOTLAND) ACT, IS80—CASE OF SAMUEL 
Worrre.—(Question, Mr. Parkes (Birmingham, Central); Answer, The 
Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. Seott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgeton) 

(GJOVERNMENT SERVANTS AND Poor RATES—Case OF ‘THOMAS EGLIN'TON.—Ques- 
tion. Mr. Boland (Kerry, W.): Answer. The Chief Secretary fo freland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

BANAGHER GREAT Fatr.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

PROHIBITION OF THE DromMop MEETING.—Questions, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) 
and Mr. Flavin: Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. 

Irish AGRARIAN OFFENCES.—Questions. Mr. Flynn and Mr. Roche (Galway, 
E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

Cavan Court Hovse.—Questions, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.), Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, S.), and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

BoycorTrinG—TOBERCURRY Cask.—Question, Colonel McCalmont (Antrim, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Kinvara Harspour.—Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham 


Irish LAND PuRCHASE.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 
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Tara HILLt.—Questions, Mr. Patrick White — N.) and Mr. Flavin ; 


Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


DiaMOND NATIONAL Scuoon TEACHER.—Question, Mr. sdeiceiie (Antrim, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham = $5 rv es Pe > 

Irish Revision BaRRISTERS.—Question, Mr. William Redmond and Mr. William 
Johnston ; Answers, T he Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) 


Irish Drirt Survey—Som. Maps.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


Bantry Bay ForesHore.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


INNISKEEN POSTMASTERSHIP.—Questions, Mr. Daly and Mr. T. M. Healy ; 
Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


DoWNPATRICK MAILS.—Question, Mr. Rentoul (Down, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 

DEPORTATION OF PAUPERS FROM SCOTLAND TO [RELAND. —Question, Mr. Moore 
(Antrim, N.); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 

BIsHopric OF SOUTHWARK BILL.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour “ “i 3 ; 

Cuurcn DiscipLine Birit.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour 


ELEMENTARY ScuooL. TEACHERS BILL.—Questions, Sir Brampton Gurdon 
(Norfolk, N.) and Dr. Macnamara; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour.. 

BusINess OF THE Housk.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. James Lowther 
(Kent, Thanet), and Mr. Edmund Robertson; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—-Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


NEW BILL. 


Waiters, WAITRESSES, AND BAR ATTENDANTS.—Bill to limit the hours of em- 
ployment of Waiters, Waitresses, and Bar Attendants, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Nannetti, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. William Red- 
mond, Mr. Kendal O’Brien, Mr. Bell, and Mr. Field. 


Waiters, Waitresses, and Bar Attendants Bill.—‘ To limit the hours of 
employment of Waiters, Waitresses, and Bar Attendants,’”’ presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thurs- 
day, and to be printed. [Bill 293.] .. 


Royal Titles Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee, 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, EF.) -. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 11, after the words ‘ seem fit,’ to insert the words 
‘ Provided always that the style and title of Defender of the Faith shall no 
longer be used and is hereby relinquished.’ ”°—(Mr. William Redmond.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury ‘sina A. J. _— Manchester, nage ‘ 


Mr. O’ Doherty (Donegal, N.) 


Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) . 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 60 


Bill reported, without amendment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


time. 


; Noes, 188. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Pacific Cable Bill —Considered in Committee. 


(Division List No. 466.) 


‘That the Bill be now read the third 


{Mr. J. Ws. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chairs] 


Clause 1 :- 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, after the 
eighteenths of. ’"—( Mr. 0’ Mara.) 


word ‘ of,’ 


to insert the words ‘ five- 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
y 


Worcestershire, E.) 
Ur. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
Mr. Field, (Dublin, St ‘Patrick 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) .. 
Mr. Tully .. ite 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64 ; Noes, 218. 


Mr. O Mara 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 1, line 27, to leave out the words ‘ two million,’ and insert 
f ] 


} 


(Division List No. 467.) 


the words ‘ one million five hundred thousand.’ ’’—(Mr. 0’ Mara.) 


(Question proposed, * That the words ‘ two million ’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. Flynn .. 

Mr. Field .. - a 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 
Mr. Tully .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clauses 2, 3, 4, and 5 agreed to. 
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Clause 6 :— 
Mr. O'Mara 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 7, to leave out from the word ‘ of ’ to end of clause, 
and insert the words ‘ the Treasury.’ ’’--(Mr. 0’ Mara.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. Flynn.. 
Mr. Tully .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clauses 6, 7, and 8 agreed to. 
Mr. O'Mara “a és a 
New Clause (Rates)—(Mr. O’Mara)—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 74 ; Noes, 220. (Division List No. 468.) 
Bill reported, without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill.—As 


amended (by the Standing Committee), further considered. 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 55, to leave out Clause 103.”—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words of Clause 103 to the wo:d ‘ Act,’ in 
page 56, line 40, inclusive, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) .. 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) 

Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) . 

Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) 

Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.).. 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N 

Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) .. 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 3 

Sir J. Stirling Maxwell (Glasgow, College) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) .. sie 

Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, W. | a " Shipley) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. 

The First Lord of the Treasury vain Pes Balfour, Manchester, E. ). 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) . j : 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 65; Noes, 237. (Division List No. 469.) 
VOL. XCIX. {FourTH SERIES. } ft 
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Remaining words added, 


Sir Charles Dilke +s “ ss 4% = “ ass .. 693 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out Clause 104.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words from the word ‘the,’ to the word 
‘machines,’ in line 14, inclusive, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritchie es ‘ns = ; me Be = sh .. 695 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland). . ss a ef -. 695 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur .. di ve Ps ne - as .. 695 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 57, line 30. after the word ‘ factory ’ to insert the words 
‘if, in pursuance of the provisions of the Act with reference to regu- 
lations for dangerous trades, regulations are made with regard to the 
process of painting with inflammable paint, such regulations may apply 
to that process as carried on on board any ship in any dock, harbour, 
or canal as if the ship were a factory.’ ”’—(Mr. Tennant.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Ritchie “ on me ee a - bs ‘i 696 
Mr. John Burns .. - . 7m as - is be .. 696 
Sir Francis Evans (Maidstone) sf us eh a i .. 696 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. John Burns .. . a oe ee - “2 se .. 698 
Mr. Ritchie 4 a i re zu Me 6 ne .. 698 
Sir Charles Dilke.. J % ea ae a: e: ¥ .. 698 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 58, line 15, to leave out the words ‘ which exceeds thirty feet 
in height.’ ’°—{Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 470.) 


Mr, Renshaw rs i z8 Za er i i %, .. 699 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 59, line 15, to leave out the word ‘ March,’ and insert the 
word ‘ June.” —({(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ March’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Ritchie wi - e +s gi 2s - i .. 701 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Renshaw 








A us 
A 


(1 


At 


tu 


An 


Ot] 


Am 


Sl 


A 
Am 
Ww 
Que: 
Ame 


Othe 


Ame 


Page 


693 


695 
695 


695 


696 
696 
§96 


698 
698 
698 


699 


701 


70] 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxiii 


August 13.] Page 


Another Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 59, line 19, to leave out the words ‘ the factory or work- 
shop is situated,’ in order to insert the words ‘ such workmen or con- 
tractors are employed.’ ”’—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


{)uestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy.. ie re - ns he oe ‘3 -. TR 
Sir Charles Dilke .. ‘a is “a +s ‘a “ - .. FO1 
Mr. Ritchie.. - <3 ‘ s - - - ws . Ta 
Mr. Tully .. a “ 4 “9 a8 “s ee . .. 102 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) = - - .- 702 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. Healy ts < - - wi ‘3 x0 .. 702 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 59, line 30, after the word ‘ council,’ to insert the words 
‘in Great Britain.’ ’"—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words be there inserted 


”? 


Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) “ ve me - .. 703 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) *. ee a bea is -« £00 
Mr. Ritchie ; ae “- es i - 3 es .. 703 
Mr. Tully .. big ee at ia ca - a .. .. 103 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur.. a om a - os <i .. TO4 


Amendment proposed—- 

“In page 72, line 36, after the word ‘ observed,’ to insert the words 
‘with the consent of the inspector one general register may be kept 
tor the factories and workshops on one estate within the jurisdiction of 
such inspector.’ "—(Mr. Charles M‘ Arthur.) 


Mr. Ritchie 0s -" me v i? es a * .. 705 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 72, line 39, to leave out the word ‘an,’ and insert the 
word ‘the.’ ’—(Mr. Coghill.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘an’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 
Colonel Legge (St. George's, Hanover Square) me a 2 «<« 406 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 83, line 27, after the word ‘ city,’ to insert the words ‘ as 


regards the city of Westminster as references to the council of the 
city and the city.’ ’—(Colonel Legge.) 


f 2 
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Question proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 83, line 35, after the word * possess,’ to insert the words 
‘under any general or local Act or any Provisional Order confirmed by 
Act or otherwise.’”—(Mr. Renshaw.) 

Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 
(Juestion put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 134; Noes, 143. (Division List No. 471.) 
Other Amendments made. 
Mr. Renshaw 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 85, line 32, after ‘1897,’ to insert the words, ‘ Provided 
that the report referred to in section one hundred and thirty-two of this 
Act shall be made by either the medical officer of health or the sanitary 
inspector, as the local authority, subject to the approval of the Local 
Government Board for Scotland, may direct.’”°—(Mr. Renshaw.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Michael Foster (London University) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 

Mr. T. M. Healy bs es 
Amendment proposed— 

* In page 88, line 33, after the word * same,’ to insert the words ‘ the 
provisions of Part 6 shall apply to urban districts only.’”’”"—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 3! 
Mr. O'Doherty .. és o 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) : 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 
Mr. Ritchie 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Schedule 1 :— 


An Amendment made. 





Schedule 2 :— 


Captain Balfour (Middlesex, Hornsey) 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 93, line 29, after the words ‘ box making,’ to insert the 
words ‘and covering jewellers’ ornamental window fittings; or.” — 
(Captain Balfour.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Schedule 6 :— 


Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 101, line 26, after the word ‘ business,’ to insert the words 
‘where the number of persons employed in generating or transforming 
such electrical energy exceeds four.’ ’’—(Mr. Banbury.) 

(Juestion proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Ritchie 

Mr. T. M. Healy , 

Lord Hugh Cecil hiiinalilly 

Mr. Tully ‘ 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford). 
Mr. Tennant ‘ ‘ » 
Mr. Lough 

Mr. Banbury 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 
Schedule 7 :-— 

Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 102, line 130, after the word * twelve,’ to insert the words 
‘ section twenty-two.’ ’—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ section twenty-two,’ be there in- 
serted.”’ 


Mr. Macartney .. “e “i we ve ¥ ss os oe 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“ To add after the word * twenty- -two,’ the words ‘ except paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of sub-section (3).’ °—(Mr. Macartney.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be added to the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor 
Mr. Macartney 
Mr. Ritchie 


Colonel Saunderson 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 51; Noes, 180. (Division List No. 472.) 
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Question, “ That the words * section twenty-two ° be there inserted,” put, 
and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Ligut RaiLways [SaLary].—Resolution reported. 


“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of a salary not exceeding £1,000 a year to another of the 
Commissioners appointed under the provisions of the Light Railways 
Act, 1896.” 


R lution agreed to. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Light Railways (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To provide for the payment of another of 
the Light Railway Commissioners,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time this day, and to be printed. [Bill 294.] 


East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures) Bill. 
—Considered in Committee, and reported without amendment ; to be read 
the third time this day 


Public Works Loans Bill.—Considered in Committee : Committee report 
Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. .. 
Marriages Legalisation Bill {Lords].—Considered in Committee. 
{Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Mr. Caldwell 
Sir Robert Finlay 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Schedule :— 
Mr. Caldwell 


Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Registration of Births and Deaths Bill —Considered in stasis and 


reported, as amended ; to be considered to-morrow 


Local Government aniaads Bill.— Read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow . ; 


Lunacy (IRELAND) [ExPENSsES].—Resolution reported. 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all the Expenses incurred in relation to Criminal 
Lunatics under any Act of the present session to amend the law relating 
to Lunaties in Ireland.” 


Resolution agreed to 
Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee. 
An Amendment made. 


Mr. William Johnston 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
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Bill reported, with an Amendment; as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill.—As amended (by the Standing 
Committee), considered ; Bill read the third time, and passed 


Patent Law Amendment Bill pa —Read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow ts : ; és ss a . oe 


Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland) Bill.— 
As amended (by the Standing Committee), considered. 


A Clause (Commencement of Act)—brought up, and read the first and 
second time, and added. 


Amendments made. 
Bill read the third time, and passed 


Youthful Offenders Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered ; Amendments made; Bill read the third time, and 
passed 


Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill—As amended, considered; read 
the third time, and passed ‘ : ¥ me 


Sourd AFRICAN TELEGRAPHS.—Resolved, That the Agreement made the 27th 
day of July, 1901, between His Majesty’s Government, the Governments 
of Cape Colony and Natal, the British South Africa Company, and the 
Eastern, and the Eastern and South African Telegraph Companies, for the 
transmission of telegraph traffic to and from South Africa, be approved.— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) is - < ihe 

SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT (ASCENSION AND SIERRA LEONE).—Resolved, 
That the Agreement made the 22nd day of June, 1901, between His 
Majesty’s Government and the Eastern Telegraph Company, Limited, for 
the construction, maintenance, and working of a submarine cable between 
Sierra Leone and Ascension, be approved.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Colonial Acts Confirmation Bill._—Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put 


Adjourned at a quarter after Three of the clock, a.m. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 14TH AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill :— 
Lord James of Hereford 


Moved, That the Order made on the 21st March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall 
be read a second time after the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2a (The Lord James (for the Earl 

of Denbigh) ). 
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The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertgs).—No. 2691, Japan (Kobe) ; No. 2692, Japan 
(Nagasaki) ; No. 2693, Mexico. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill— 
(The Lord Belper.) (No. 198.) ; Pacifie Cable Bill—{The Earl of Onslow.) 
(No. 199.) ; Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill—(The Earl Spencer.) 
(No. 200.) ; Colonial Acts Confirmation Bill—(The Earl of Onslow.) (No 
201.) ; Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill—(The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salis- 
bury.) (No. 202.); Youthful Offenders Bill—(The Lord Belper.) (No. 
203.) ; Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland) Bill— 
(The Lord Belper.) (No. 204.).—Brought from the Commons ; read 1a ; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2a to-mor-ow - ; £6 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 14tH AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill 


Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill ; Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway Bill ; London County Council (General Powers) 
Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered (in pursuance of the Order of the 
House of 13th August), and agreed to 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] [UnprEr 
THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899].—Read the 
third time, and passed, without amendment “ 


PETITIONS. 


Bank Howipays Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Wakefield, against : 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Wolverhampton ; and Walsgrave-on-Sowe ; to lie upon the Table .. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON AccEssION BILL AND Roya, DECLARATION BILL.—Petitions 
against, from Bo’ness ; Glasgow ; Broxburn ; and Alloa ; to lie upon the 
Table ms * is a se = a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TEA AND CoFFEE, 1900.—Copy ordered, “ of Statement showing the Imports 
of Tea and Coffee into the principal countries of Europe, the United States, 
and certain British Colonies, together with Statistical Tables relating 
thereto for recent years, as far as the particulars can be stated (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper No. 351, of Session 1900.”—{Mr. Gerald 
Balfour. ” om . " st a ae = * 
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Hicher GRADE ScHoo1s.—Return ordered, “‘ of Statistics of certair Higher 
Grade Schools conducted by School Boards.” —(Sir William Anson.) 


SITTINGS OF THE House (DIVISIONS AND QUESTIONS).—Return [presented 13th 
August] to be printed. [No. 349.] 3 ‘a % ee 


TAXES AND Imposts.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th April ; 


Mr. Goddard] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 350.] 


TRADE Untons.—-Copy presented. of Report by the Chief Labour Correspondent 
of the Board of Trade on Trade Unions in 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table ics ie a ee ws - 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS :— 

Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in the United King- 
dom during the three months ending 31st March, 1901, together with 
Reports of the Inspecting Officers, Assistant Inspecting Officers, and 
Sub-Inspectors of the Railway Department to the Board of Trade upon 
certain Accidents which were inquired into [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

Copy yee se nted, of retgrmn ot Aneide nts and Casualties as reported to the 


dom peti the six months teow 30th June, 1901, together with 
Reports of the Inspecting Officers, Assistant Inspecting Officers, and 
Sub-Inspectors of the Railway Department to the Board of Trade upon 
certain Accidents which were inquired into [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


Rattw. AY ACCIDENTS (Geer AL Report). = opy presented, of General Report 
to the Board of Trade upon the Accidents that have occurred on the Rail- 
ways of the United Kingdom during the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Tale ac umes 


Arrica (No. 9, 1901).—Copy presented, of Report by His Majesty’s Commis- 
sioner on the East Africa Protectorate [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table 


BirtHs, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Forty-fifth 
Detailed Annual Report of the Registrar General of Births, Deaths, and 
Marriages in Scotland (Abstracts of 1899) [by C saan to lie upon the 
Table es i «ikl 3 ; “ <b - 


DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR ACCELERATED BY PRIVATION (LoNDON).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [Address 11th March ; Mr. Talbot] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 351.] a ie ‘a “5 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (EXPENSES).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 28th March ; Mr. Armine W. — ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 352.] ms ae ei 4s 


INTOXICATING Liquors (Licences Rerusep).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 24th April ; Mr. siiaibiit ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 353.] ‘ we . - ii 


Potuinc Districts (CouUNTy PALATINE OF LANCASTER).—Copy presented, of 

an Order made by the County Council of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
re-dividing the Eccles Parliamentary Division into convenient Polling 
Districts [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


Ix xxix 
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NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) ScHOOL GRANT.—Return ordered, showing the 


amount of the School Grant voted by Parliament for each financial year 


since 1892-3 (inclusive), and the amount expended yearly out ef the Grant 
under each of the heads specified in the Fourth Schedule of the Irish Educa 
tion Act, 1892.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 354.] 


LAND PuRCHASE Acts (IRELAND), 1891 AND 1896.—Return ordered, “ showing 


the Shares of the Counties in the Guarantee Fund, Capitalised ; the amount 
of Loans applied for and the amount sanctioned under the Land Purchase 
Acts, 1891 and 1896, to 380th April, 1901.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 355. | 


Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill.—Reported, without amendment, 
from the Select Committee, with Minutes of Evidence. 


Special Report from the Select Committee brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 356. | 
I Pp I } ] J 


Naval Works Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. aren n, aha Woodbr — 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)  .. Ss = -_ - he = 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word * That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this Howse declines te sanction at this late 
period of the session new works of the magnitude and cost proposed under 


the Bill.’ °-—( Mr. Lough.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ° .. 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .. ye ‘ 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) " a - 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 178: Noes, 82. (Division List No, 473.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Military Works Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


The Financial ees to the War ne (Lord iti Lancashire. 
Westhoughton) : : " ; : 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ; ae .. 96 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, L ihfield) eS es :. 198 
Sir John Colomb . - i x .. 1% 
Mr. Lough is a i 3 Y 3 a a .. 801 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ °—(Vr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now,’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire)  .. = a re 7 .. B04 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, FE.) . - us x4 ‘2 .. 805 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) as - ‘a ie .. 805 
Sir Henry Fowler (W avait BE.) .. - “i .. 806 
Lord Stanley a bs sa 3% ict - .. 808 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.). sia ccs és ‘i so SLO 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Br istol, i. ): a i - ‘id .. 8l4 
Mr. T. M. Healy.. ye : ad - - i .. 816 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 162; Noes, 83. (Division List No. 474.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill Read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Valuation (Ireland) Bill [Seconp Reapina}.—Order for Second Reading 


read. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. = we ORY 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. i 2 - ae a .. 820 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) - “ ms ns “ .. 821 
Sir James Haslett (Belfast, N.)  .. 4 + - ah .. 822 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Fisheries (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
{Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 


“ In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out * not exceeding one hundred 
pounds,’ and insert ‘ of fifty pounds, and for any subsequent offence 
to a fine of one hundred pounds.’ ”’ 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 823 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Atkinson 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 28, to leave out Sub-section (3), and insert the fol- 
lowing sub-section :—(3) The court before whom a person is convicted 
under this Act may by the order provide that, if the fine imposed upon 
him is not paid within eight days after the conviction, one-half thereof 
shall be paid by and may be recovered under the Summary Jurisdiction 
Acts from such owner as aforesaid, and that, in default of payment by 
the person convicted of the remainder of the said fine within a further 
period of eight days, the same may be recovered from him under the 
said Acts.”—(Mr. Atkinson.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Morris (Galway) 
Mr. Atkinson 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 2, line 13, at end, to insert ‘ (6) In addition to any other 
penalty or penalties that may be imposed by the court on the convic- 
tion of any person under this section, the court may make an_ order 
suspending the certificate of the skipper of the] vessel on which such 
person was when the offence was committed for any period not exceeding 
six months.’ ”—(Captain Donelan.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Atkinson 
Mr. Wyndham .. Bs ie 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 1 and remaining clauses agreed to. 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
New clause proposed— 

“From and after the passing of this Act there shall be detailed, for 
special service from time to time for the purpose of enforcing the pro- 
visions of the Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, 1842 to 1898, and of this Act, 
six gunboats or other steam vessels which shall act for such purpose 
under such regulations as may be prescribed by His Majesty’s Lords 
of the Admiralty if such gunboats or other vessels are provided by them, 


or by the Department if same are provided by such Department. "—(Vr. 
Field.) 


Mr. Atkinson 

Mr. Field o = 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 
Mr. Wyndham .. ie 
Mr. T. M. Healy 

Mr. John Redmond 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Power 
Mr. Atkinson 
Mr. T. M. Healy 
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Mr. Bignold (Wick Burghs) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Mr. John Redmond 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Bill withdrawn 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill (Lords].— As amended, considered. 


New clause— 

‘* The committees for any two or more distinct lunatic asylums may 
agree to unite in providing and maintaining a laboratory for patho- 
logical research in connection with insanity and nervous diseases, and 
may defray the expenses incurred in pursuance of an agreement under 
this section by contributions from the funds at their disposal for the 
maintenance of their respective asylums.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) 
Mr. Wyndham a“ és 
Mr. Dillon ; 

Mr. T. M. Healy ; 

Mr. UO Doherty (Donegal, N. 7 
Mr. Murnaghan .. 

Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) 
Mr. Crean - 
Mr. John Redmond 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
New clause read a second time. 
Amendment made to the proposed new clause— 


‘ By inserting after the word ‘ may,’ in line 1, the words ‘ with the 
consent of the councils of the counties affected.’ ”’—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) © 


Clause, as amended, added. 
Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the chair.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8S.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 16, to omit the words ‘ one farthing ° in order to 
insert ‘an eighth of a penny.’ ”’—(Mr. Tully). 
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Page 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words ‘ one farthing’ stand part of the 


clause.” 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) 
Mr. Wyndham 6 “ 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Mr. Tully 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn line 5, to omit ‘ one year’ in order to insert five years.”-—(Mr. 


Tully.) 
(Question proposed, ‘* That the words ‘ one year’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. Clancy 

Mr. Wyndham 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—<As amended (by the 
Standing Committee), considered. 


Mr. Tully 


A Clause—({Messengers of Licensees)-—(Mr. Tully)—brought up, and read 
the first and second time, and amended, by leaving out from the word 
‘liquors ”’ to the end of the proposed clause. 


Clause. as amended, added. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ purchaser,’ to insert the words 
‘or between the hour of twelve noon and two p.m., or half-past six to 
half-past eight p.m., to the bona fide messenger of a parent, guardian, 
or employer, in whose house, flat, tenement, or premises, dinner, supper, 
or other similar meal is then presumably being served, either for such 
parent, guardian, or employer, or his family or household, or his guests.’ ”’ 


—(Mr. James Hope.) 
()uestion proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) af 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 
Mr. Bell (Derby) .. 


(Question put, and negatived. 


Sir J. Fergusson 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words ‘ intoxicating liquor,’ and 
insert the words ‘ ardent spirits.’””—(Sir James Fergusson.) 
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(Juestion proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Bill.” 

Mr. Crombie 2 “i - “3 es i < - .. 841 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.) - - “i 7” ns .. 841 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 10, to leave out the word ‘ fourteen’ and insert the 
word ‘ thirteen ’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. Patrick White.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word * fourteen ’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Crombie - xn - ws ais - ts ya vi B43 
(uestion put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Clancy i sie af =i a - 5s .. 842 





Amendment proposed 
‘In page 1, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘ vessels ’ to the word 
‘for’ in line 13.°—(Mr. Clancy.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘in quantities not less than one 
reputed ’ stand part of the Bill.’ 


Mr. Crombie 35 is = - 5 oe a4 .. 843 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) .. a - ee +“ .. 844 
Mr. Tully ..  .: ‘6 ad er ro ti * ek i. 846 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr, Tully - 4 ~ 54 . - a as .. 845 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 18, after the second word ‘ or,’ to insert the word 
‘ habitually.” ’’-—(Mr. Tully.) 
Question proposed, * That the word * habitually ’ be there inserted.” 
Mr. Crombie Ss As i és as - or - .. 846 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) .. . 2 .. 846 


Amendment preposed— 
‘In page 1, line 21, after the word ‘ penalties,’ to insert the words 
‘ nothing in this section shall apply to any sale or delivery made in com- 
pliance with a particular and specific written order, signed by the parext 
or guardian of the person to whom the liquor is sold or delivered.’ ”’— 


(Mr. James Hope.) 
(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. T. M. Healy at s3 i si x rr. .. 847 
Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 28, after the word ‘ other,’ to insert the word 
* solid.’ ’—{ Dr. Thompson.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word * solid’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. Crombie 
Mr. Tully 
Dr. Thompson 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 1, to leave out from the word * with’ to the word 


> 


‘ withdrawn,’ in line 3, inclusive.’ ’—(Dr. Thompson.) 


Question proposed, “* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Bill.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 





Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—{Seconp ReApiNG,|—Order of the 


Day for the Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a Second 
time.” 
Mr. O'Doherty .. ex a te i ” zs = x 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Public Works Loans Bill.—Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to. 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 


New clause— 

‘‘ Notwithstanding anything in the Public Works (Ireland) Act, 
1831, or any Act amending the same to the contrary, any advance by the 
Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland, under such Acts for the exten- 
sion and promotion of public works in Ireland, including railways, may 
be made at such rate of interest not less than three per centum and for 
such period and upon such terms and conditions as subject to the approval 
of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury may be determined bv 
the said Commissioners of Public Works.” —(Mr. Flynn.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. T. M. Healy 
Sir James Haslett 
Mr. Flynn . bis 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
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Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Royal Titles Bill [Lords].—Order for the Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ““ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. Dillon 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 133 ; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 475.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed, without amendment. 


Light Railways (No. 2) Bill [Seconp Reapinc}.—Order for Second 


Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S.) 
Amendment proposed— 
To leave out from the word * now’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to add the words * upon this day three months.’ "—(Mr. O'Mara.) 
Question proposed, * That the word * now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 

Mr. T. M. Healy 

The President of the Board af Trade (Mr, Gerald Balfour, “Leeds, 
Central) . 

Mr. Bryce ( \berdeen, 8. ) a4 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.) .. 

Mr. O'Doherty... 

Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, Mid) . 

Mr. O'Mara 


Amendment, by leave, dalam. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula snail meen Bill. 
—Read the third time, and passed . , 


Marriages Legalisation Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. ; 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, leaeriens Burghs) 


Amendment proposed— 
* In schedule, line 25, to insert ‘ 1st of January, 1828, or.’ ”’ 


Agreed to. 


Bill reported, with Amendments ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 
VOL XCIX. [FourRTH SERIEs. | gy 





Page 


852 


Co 
Cr 
SY) 


855 
856 
857 
858 
858 
858 


iv 2) 
cr 
io a] 


859 
859 











xeviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 14.] 


BUSINEss OF THE Hovse.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 


Registration of Births and Deaths Bill.—As amended, considered ; read 


the third time, and passed 


Patent Law Amendment Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee, and 
reported, without amendment . 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Alkali, etc., Works Regulation Bill [Lords|.—Motion made, and Ques- 


tion proposed, ** That the Order for Committee be discharged and the Bill 
withdrawn.” 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 
Mr. T. M. Healy 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Berwickshire County Town Bill | l.ords].—Order for Third Reading read. 
Mr. John Redmond 
Third Reading deferred till to-morrow. 
Greenwich HosprraL.—Resolved, That the Statement of the Estimated Income 
and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and Travers’ Foundation for the 


year 1901-2 be approved.—( Mr. Pretyman) 


Public Libraries Bill [Lords] —As amended, considered. Amendments 
made ; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes before Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 15th AUGUST, 1901. 


3USINESS OF THE House.—Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX and XLV. con- 
sidered (according to Order) and suspended for the remainder of the 
session ... es ae we she - 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Paisley District Tramways Order Aemeencaain Bill ee a ned 
from the Commons agreed to , ' 
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Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill ; Loch Leven Water Power Bill ; London 
County Council (General Powers) Bill ; London County Council (Tram- 
ways and Street Widenings) Bill ; ; Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [#...|. 
—Commons’ Amendments considered (according to Order), and agreed to 


Greenock Corporation Order aemaues Bill.—Read 34 (according 
to Order), and passed... si sad ini a5 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill ?—* 
House in Committee (according to Order); Amendments made ; then 
(Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 45 having been suspended) Amendments 
reported ; Bill read 3%, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons ses me wie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Bierus, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES.—Forty-fifth Detailed Annual Report of 
the Registrar General of Births, Deaths, and Marriages in Scotland 
(Abstracts of 1899) 


Arrica (No, 1) (1901).—Report by His aa s Commissioner on the Kast 
phate Protectorate ... bes a Ses iki Ka is os 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES.—Abstract of the returns made to the Board of Trade 
of shipping casualties which occurred on or near the coasts, or in rivers 
and harbours, of the United Kingdom, from Ist July, 1899, to 30th June, 
1900; and shipping casualties which occurred to British vessels elsewhere 
than on or near the coasts, or in rivers and harbours, of the United King- 
dom, and to foreign vessels on or near the coasts, or in rivers or harbours 
of British possessions abroad, reported during the same period; with 
charts and appendices... 


Boarp OF TRADE (TRADE UNtons).—Report by the Chief Labour Corre- 
spondent of the Board of Trade on Trade Unions in 1900... 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS :-— 


1. General report to the Board of Trade upon the accidents that have 
occurred on the Railways of the United Kingdom during the year 
1900. 


2, Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the Board of Trade 
by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom during the 
three months ended 31st March, 1901, in pursuance of the Regula- 
tion of Railways Act (1871), 34th and 35th Victoria, chap. 78 ; 
together with reports of the inspecting officers of the Railway Depart- 
ment to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into. 


3. Similar returns during the six months ended 30th June, 1901... 


ForeiGn Import Duties.—Statement of the rates of import duties levied in 
European countries, in the United States, and in “_— ees the produce 
and manufactures of the United Kingdom ... : ats , 


BoarD OF TRADE (PROPOSED NEW GERMAN Tarirr).—Translation of the 
proposed new German Customs Tariff, with comparison, as far as possible, 
of the rates of Customs duty contained in the proposed tariff, with the 
rates at present in force on imports into Germany from the United 


Kingdom ee ee. bee mae a) aie 
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Cotontes (ANNUAL).—No. 329, Malta (Report for 1900) 


Soutu Arrica.—Proclamation issued by Lord Kitchener, as Administrator 
of the Transvaal, on the Ist July, 1901, respecting payments under con- 
tracts to purchase or lease land or mining rights, ete,, entered into prior 
to the war she das iss ie 


Navy.—Report of the Committee — to inquire into the question of 
Navy rations, ete. was ie ek Ks ie os 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Additional and 
Amending General Orders for the regulation of proceedings under and 
in pursnance of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899... 


Army.—1l. Reserve—Further regulations relating to the Army Reserve. 
2. Militia—Further regulations relating to the Militia ... 


Pottinc Districts (County or LANCASTER).—Order made by the county 
council of the county of Lancaster re-dividing the Eccles Parliamentary 
Division into convenient polling districts 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 AND 1896.—Four Orders relating to the 
foreign animals wharves at Deptford and Cardiff ... 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon the 
Table. 





The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 


National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land). 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Patent Law Amendment Bill [1.L.]; Royal Titles Bill [1.1]. —Returned 
from the Commons agreed to... oe ie oe es “as as 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to vs ies ee en eee 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [1..]; Public Libraries Bill [H.L.]—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 2 ae a sete 


Earty CiLosinc or SHops.—Berrinc.—-Message from the Commons for 
copies of the Reports, ete., from the Select Committees. Ordered to be 
communicated accordingly dh 


East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures) 
Bill—The Earl of Tesdicishe (No. 205); Registration of Births and Deaths 
3ill—The Lord Kenyon (No, 206); Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Chil- 
dren--—The Lord bishop of Rochester (No. 207) ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill—Zhe Lord Ashbourne (No. 208).- —Brought from the eens read 

12; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ to-morrow a 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., vemoe al _ —Read 34 conte 


ing to Order), and passed 
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Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill [Seconp ReapinG}.—Order vi 
the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%—(Lord Ashbourne.) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 
National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill [Seconp Reap- 
{NG].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Dudley ~s ” ‘i ae 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(The Earl of Dudley.) 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and (Standing Orders 


Nos. 39 and 45 having been suspended) committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House forthwith. 


House in Committee accordingly, 

Bill reported, without amendment, and read 3%. 
The Earl of Dudley 

Amendment made. 


Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill 
[SEconD ReApinG].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Belper 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(Lord Belper.) 


Lord Windsor 
Earl Spencer ‘ 


The Duke of Northumberland 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2% accordingly, and (Standing Orders 
Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. having been suspended) committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House forthwith. 


House in Committee accordingly. 


Clauses 1 to 57 agreed to ; Clause 58 amended, and agreed to; Clause 59 
agreed to; Clause 60 amended, and agreed to; Clauses 61 to 81 
agreed to; Clause 82 amended, and agreed to; Clauses 83 to 86 
Clause 87 amended, and agreed to; Clauses 88 to 92 agreed to ; 
Clause 93 amended, and agreed to; Clauses 94 and 95 agreed to ; 
Clause 96 amended, and agreed to; Clauses 97 to 102 agreed to. 


Lord Belper 


Amendment moved— 

“To insert as a new clause after Clause 102 :—(1) In every laundry 
carried on by way of trade, or for purposes of gain, the following pro- 
visions shall apply -—- 

(a) The period of employment, exclusive of meal hours and absence 

from work, shall not exceed, for women fourteen hours, for 
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young persons twelve hours, and for children ten hours in any 
consecutive twenty-four hours; nor a total for women and 
young persons of sixty hours, and for children of thirty hours, 
in any one week, in addition to such overtime as may be allowed 
in the case of women. 

(6) A woman, young person, or child must not be employed con- 
tinuously for more than five hours without an interval of at 
least half an hour for a meal. 

(c) Women, young persons, and children employed in the laundry 
shall have allowed to them the same holidays as are allowed to 
women, young persons, and children employed in a factory or 
workshop under this Act. 

(d) So far as regards provisions with respect to health and safety, 
accidents, education of children, notice of occupation of a factory 
or workshop, the affixing of abstracts and notices and the 
matters to be specified in those notices (so far as they apply to 
laundries), powers of inspectors, fines, and legal proceedings for 
any failure to comply with the provisions of this section, this 
Act shall have effect as if every laundry in which steam, water, 
or other mechanical power is used in aid of the laundry process 
were a factory, and every other laundry were a workshop, and 
as is every occupier of a laundry were the occupier of a factory 
or of a workshop. 

(e) The notice to be affixed in the laundry shall specify the period 
of employment and the times for meals, but the period and 
times so specified may be varied before the beginning of employ- 
ment on any day. 

(f) The provisions of this Act prohibiting the employment of 
women within four weeks after childbirth, and of children under 
the age of twelve years, shall apply to the laundry in like manner 
as to a factory or workshop. 


(2) Women employed in laundries may work overtime, subject to 
the following conditions, namely :— 


(4) A woman must not work more than fourteen hours in any 
day ; ard 

(b) The overtime worked must not exceed two hours in any day ; 
and 

(c) Overtime must not be worked on more than three days in any 
week or more than thirty days in any year; and 

(d) The requirements of section sixty of this Act with respect to 
notices must be observed. 


(3) In the case of every laundry worked by steam, water, or other 
mechanical power— 


(a) A fan or other means of a proper construction must he pro- 
vided, maintained, and used for regulating the temperature in 
every ironing room, and for carrying away the steam in every 
washhouse in the laundry ; and 

(b) All stoves for heating irons must be sufficiently separated 
from any ironing-room, and gas irons emitting any noxious 
fumes must not be used ; and 

(c) The floors must be xept in good condition and drained in such 

manner as will allow the water to flow off freely. 
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A laundry in which these provisions are contravened shall be deemed 
to be a factory not kept in conformity with this Act. 


(4) Nothing in this section shall apply to any laundry in which the 
only persons employed are— 


(a) Inmates of any prison, reformatory, or industrial school, or 
other institution for the time being subject to inspection under 
any Act other than this Act ; or 

(>) Inmates of an institution conducted in good faith for religious 
purposes ; or 

(c) Members of the same family dwelling there, 

or in which not more than two persons dwelling elsewhere are em- 
ployed.”—(Lord Belper.) 
Lord Windsor... iu 
Lord James of Hereford ... ee 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbur y 
The Earl of Rosebery anti an 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester 
Lord Belper 
Earl Spencer ss 
The Lord Chancellor (The ‘Earl “f Hulsbury 
The Earl of Rosebery : 
Lord James of Hereford 
The Lord Bishop of Rochester 
The Duke of Northumberland ‘ mn 
On Question, new elause moved by Lord Belper, agreed to. 
Clause 103, amended, and agreed to. 


Clause 104 :— 


Earl Spencer 
Lord Belper 


Clause 104, and remaining clauses, agreed to, with drafting Amendments. 
Amendments reported. 


Bill read 3%, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


Pacific Cable Bill.—kRead 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow aa ae bs 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill [Seconp Reapina.|—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Earl Spencer ner be ies ‘ai see si oes 
Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 2¢.”—(Eavl Spencer.) 
On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 2 accordingly. 
Committee negatived ; then (Standing Orders No. XXXIX. and XLV. 
having been suspended) Bill read 3%, and passed. 


Colonial Acts Confirmation Bill ; Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill.— 
Read 2% (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow... oily oii 
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Youthful Offenders Bill [Seconp Rheapine}.—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 
Lord James of Hereford ... 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24 cdl James of Hereford.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and (Standing Orders 
Nos. 39 and 45 having been suspended) committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House forthwith; Amendments made; Amendments 
reported ; Bill read 3¢, with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Sup pply (Scotland) Bill [Seconp 
EADING].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Ex-PROFESSORS OF QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND :— 


Earl Spencer was 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 


Royal Declaration Bill. 
Lord Stanmore 


Moved, That Standing Order No. XX XV. be ‘ial with, and that the 
Duke of Newcastle be at liberty to sign, before the Prorogation of 
Parliament, the Protest entered against the Third Reading of the 
Bill, although he was not present when the question was put.—(Lor/ 
Stanmore.) 

The Lord Chancellor ssa Earl of eas 
Lord Stanmore 
Earl Spencer 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [u.L.}—Commons’ Amendments considered (on 
motion), and agreed to. 


Public Libraries Bill {11.L. |.—Commons’ Amendments considered (on motion). 
Lord Windsor 
Moved, That this House agree with the House of Commons in their 
Amendments.—(Lord IV indsor.) 
On Question, Commons’ Amendments agreed to. 





House adjourned at five minutes before Seven of the clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 15tH AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


City and Brixton amy 4 Bill wiiia ana the third time, and 
passed, with an Amendment .. pes ae Su kas " 
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Watford and District Tramways Bill ru ,ords|.—Read the third time, and 
passed, without amendment sin on his 2s as (OSE 


AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDERS : 
The Chairman of Ways and Means - J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 


Penrith) $6 sao aie ov «a Con 
Mr. John Redmond Uv ‘aterford) es Jes ‘i say si eer 
The Seevetary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chauberlain, Birming- 

ham, W.) ne i _ eats ae ee see OOS 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, IND). e0 zis ‘ee sed sie we. 892 
Mr. J. W. Lowther bare de Se aes sts de ... 893 


The Resolution amending the Standing Orders was put, and agreed to, 
and it was ordered that it be a Standing Order of the House. 


PETITION. 


Buaik, WILLIAM—Petition of William Blair, for inquiry into his case ; to lie 
upou the Table ies Ge ‘98 a5 ses sa oa ... 893 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DisEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Copies presented, of Four 
Orders relating to the Foreign Animals Wharves at Deptford and Cardiff 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 7 ar a whe — -. 893 


HIGHER GRADE ScHOOLSs.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th 
August ; Sir William Anson]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 357.] vik si - — io wat ei ... 894 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1899-1900).—Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Returns of Shipping Casualties which occurred on or near the Coasts, or 
in Rivers and Harbours, of the United Kingdom from the ist July, 1899, 
to 30th June, 1900; and of the Returns of | Shipping Casualties to British 
Vessels elsewhere than on or near the Coasts, or in Rivers and Harbours, 
of the United Kingdom, and to Foreign Vessels on or near the Coasts, or 
in Rivers and Harbours, of British Possessions Abroad, etc., with Charts 
and Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table —... ea » O84 


GERMAN TArirr.—Copy Presented, of Translation of the proposed new 
German Customs Tariff, with comparison, as far as possible, of the Rates 
of Customs Duty contained in the proposed Tariff with the Rates at 
present in force on Imports into Germany from the United Kingdom [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ... ae sos eas veh « Oe 


ForEIGN Import Duties.—Copy presented, of Statement of the Rates of 
Import Duties levied in European Countries, in the United States, and in 
Japan upon the Produce and Manufactures of the United Kingdom [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table... eet ai ‘ns ie «>» 804 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) Act, 1894 [Accounts under Section 1 (7) 
of the Act]|._-Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 13th August ; 
Mr. Grant Lawson|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 358.] 894 


CoLoniaL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Report No. 329 ne 
Annual Report for 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table . 894 


Sourn Arrica.—Copy presented, of Proclamation issued by Lord Kitchener, 
as Administrator of the Transvaal, on Ist July, 1901, repecting payments 
under contracts to purchase or lease land or mining rights, etc., entered 

into prior to the war [by Command]; to lie upon the Table wa .. 896 
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Cotoniges (CoLONIAL Acts, RoyaL AssENT).—Return presented, relative 
thereto — 14th May, 1 1900; Sir Charles Dilke|; to lie upon the 
Table : ss yi ee See ne ve 


Navy Rations.—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee appointed to 
Inquire into the Question of Navy or etc. [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ; a - mae - a 





PrivATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy presented, 
of additional and amending General Orders for the Regulation of Pro- 
ceedings under and in pursuance of the Private Legisla ution Procedure 
oy Act, 1899 [by Ae); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No, 359. | = ei ei ie Ses inp Sal 


BENEFICES Act, 1898.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 6th 
August ; Lord Hugh Cecil|; to Jie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 360. | tse oe es ah 


Parer Law UPoN THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Inquiry 
into Charities (County of Wilts).—Return relative thereto [ordered 9th 
August ; Jr. Griffith-Boscuwen|; to be printed. [No. 361.| vis 


EARLY CLOSING oF SHops.—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to 
request that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this 
House a Copy of the Report from the Select Committee appointed by 
their Lordships on Early Closing of Shops, with the proceedings of the 
Committee, Minutes of Evidence, ete._-(Mr. Secretary Litchie.) 


Berrinc.—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to request that their 
Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this House a Copy of the 
Report from the Select Committee appointed by their Lordships on 
Betting, with the Proceedings of the Committee, Minutes of Evidence, 
ete.—(Mr. Attorney General.) 


NavaL Forces (Curna).—Return ordered, “showing the strength of the 
Naval Force employed in operations on shore and afloat in China, and 
Casualties incurred, during 1900, in the following form : 





F 5 Died 
Number ,p-: Died of Total , 
landed. Killed. inert from deaths Wounded. 
, ' * disease. neice 
Nature of Service. oi Z ai Z F xi 
> : o . ® 2 ® R o , Y : 
= S| eR | 2 S| ae = A Fa 
Si SiS iS lS iSiztli git sg = A 
See |e ie te Se Ole = a 
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Legations at Peking - 
Seymour’s Relief Column- 
Defence of Tientsin - 
Tientsin Relief Force 
Bombardment of Taku 
Forts by “ Algerine,” 
* Phoenix,” * Fame,” 
“ Whiting ” 
Various duties at Taku, 
Tong ku, and Tsien 
. aw) | 





Totals 
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days ashore. 


Approximate 
number 


\ 








Augu 


Royal 


Royal 
Royal 


an | N Li 


PERS( 


BorR 
( 
s 


Dorp 


GOVEE 


P 





ive 
she 


to 
lie 


ad, 


ire 
ed. 


th 


ry 
ith 


his 
by 
he 


vir 
he 
on 
e, 


he 
nd 








895 


895 


895 


896 


S896 


896 


days ashore. 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 15.) 


SUMMARY, DISTINGUISHING VARIOUS BRANCHES. 





evil 


Page 





‘ : - Died P 

Number Killed Died of . freien Total | 

landed. * (Wounds. ,: deaths. | 
disease. 

f ra a Zz Z| g 

a) 2 .| od . | 2 a ee ee o 

ee ey ie SP Gb gee) ee ee = 

= o = oe = o = 5) = o = 

Oba So laa Ore Ol ae ore = 


Wounded. 


Men. 


| 
| 
| 


Executive 
Royal Navy - Engineer 
: Civil 
Royal Mi arine Artillery 
Royal Marine Light Inf wutry 


Totals 





—(Sir John Colomb.) 


PERSONAL PROPERTY (CONTRIBUTIONS TO LOCAL TAXATION ABROAD).— 
Address for “ Return setting out the system under which Personal 
Property is made to contribute towards Local Taxation by means of a 
local Income Tax or local Death Duty in the following Countries : France, 
Germany, Austria-Hungary, Belgium, Holland, United States of America, 
and in all British self-governing Colonies and the Channel Islands.”— 
(Mr. Strachey.) 


QUESTIONS. 

Sour, AFRICA— CUSTOMS AND TRADE REGULATION IN THE NEW COLONIES.— 
Question, Sir John Rolleston (Leicester); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.)... 

Boer PRISONERS AT St, HELENA—CASE OF GODEFROY.—Question, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton)... 

DokpRECHT ExecuTiIONS—ComMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS.— 
Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley 

VLAKFONTEIN.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), and Mr. 
Patrick OBrien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, Lord Stanley a et 

CONCENTRATION CAmps—Howick CAmp.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ‘ 


PosirioN OF BritisH Troops.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Lord Stanley 





ARREST OF A GERMAN WaR_ CORRESPONDENT.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

RoyAL GARRISON REGIMENTS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) and Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College a Te Lord 
Stanley x ei aes oe oak - auc ‘ 


SEATON Links, ABERDEEN.—Question, Mr. Bryce a 8.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley . see dia ‘ oes oi ose “ba 


io 4) 
~} 
bee | 


900 


900 
900 


901 











eviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 15. | 


Army List snp ArMY RANK.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square); Answer, Lord Stanley ... ‘als one ms ‘ 


MILITARY Works. es Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint er ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley . jes cae i ii ~ 


CHINA—REWARDS FOR NAVAL ForcEs.—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) ie ae as ee ‘a she es vie 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA Raiway CoMPANY’s ANNUITIES.—Questions, 
Mr. J. E. Gordon (Elgin and Nairn) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) hs es oF 


INDIA Orrice AUDITOKSHIP.—Question, Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


CANTONMENT OF RANGOON.—Question, Mr. Keswick (Surrey, Epsom) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ee “as 3 BS oP 


JAMAICA LAws—FLouGiInc.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain 


MALTA.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.), Mr. Flynn one N.), and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain si as 


Cairo FOX-HUNTING INCIDENT.—Question, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in- 
Furness) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Aflairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


New GERMAN TariF¥.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ae = 


NicARAGUA CANAL——-CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. —Question, Mr. Perks 
(Lincolnshire, Louth) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


CoaL Export Duty-—-REMissions.—Question, Sir Theodore Doxford (Sunder- 
land; Answer, The Chrneellor of the Exchequer ” M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, > ae sian ie sie a abe wos +a 


BooOKMAKERS IN GUERNSEY.—Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, W.K., 
Holmfirth) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) oe fea ie ee ~? a 


HACKNEY UNioN—NurRsE Bratty.—Question, Mr. Bull (Hammersmith) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

BoLron LICENSING CAsr.—Question, Mr. C. P. Seott (Lancashire, Leigh) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 

FIsHERY DISPUTE OFF CULLERCOATS.—Question, Mr. Harris (‘Tynemeuth) ; 


Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


DiscipLINE ON MERCHANT SuHips—Tur “ MAs.”—Question, Mr. Joyce 
(Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


THE “ LovistANA.”—Questions, Mr. Joyce ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


OrIiENT Line—Conpbuct oF STOKERS—DISCHARGE CERTIFICATES. paca 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour.. 


Suip BALLAstiNc.—Question, Mr. Chas. Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ran sa as i 








Page 
903 


903 


904 


904 
905 
J06 
906 


907 


JUS 


909 


910 
910 


911 


dil 


912 
912 


914 


9i4 








Aug 
PATE 


4 


CoM) 


CHAT 


RATE 


d 


SMAL 


ADUI 


AGRI 


IMpol 


MILK 


THE | 
t 


Post 
AUI D 
Parc 
Coro 


4 
LU 


Wint 


{ 


Dum 


ALLC 


PRES 
{ 


QUE! 


Disc 





es, 


eat 
er, 


ns, 
for 


re, 


Tr. 


in- 
i's 


er, 


Cr- 


‘h, 


R., 


nt 





Page 


903 


903 


904 


904 
905 
306 
906 


907 


908 
90s 
909 


909 


910 


910 


911 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


August 15.) 


ParENT LAws.—Question, Mr. — Lawrence (Monmouth masini 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour . ‘i bit - ait’ , 


COMMUNICABILITY OF TUBERCULOSIS.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


CHATHAM GRAVEYARD. ss sceuaatad Mr. H. J. Wilson; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long ae si x as Es — avs ae 


Rares ON PEABODY BUILDINGS.—Question, Mr. Causton (Southwark) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long és sas ee iz% 6: ae 


SmALL-Pox IN Lonpon.—Question, Mr. Cremer pence; ey: 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long Sp 


ADULTERATED BuTTER.—Question, Mr. William Moore ‘iii N.) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


AGRICULTURAL RETURNS.—Question, Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, Maid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury : me i a bsg spe std 


IuporTS OF CANADIAN CATTLE.-—Question, Mr. Crombie; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury , iad - ~ , net nite 


MILK STANDARD.—Question, Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury e : 


Tue Post OFFICE AND THE NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY.—Question, Mr. 
Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


Post OrFiCE—LINESMEN’S AND MECHANICS’ CLAIMS TO STRIPES.—Question, 
Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Aupiror GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. William Jones; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


ParceELS Post DELAYS. — Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... A oF a ree “ih sie 2 


CoroNATION CEREMONY.—Question, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’ s) 


WIDENING OF PICCADILLY.—Questions, Lord Balearres, Mr. Coghill (Stoke. 
on-Trent), and Mr. Malcolm —— Stowm eaneds Answers, Mr. Akers 
Douglas : ae a é ‘ See on a 


DUMBARTON DISTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
and Mr. T. M. Healy; Answers, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) as Ves ar hee ies oF ioe 


ALLOTMENTS IN THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth mab ihc 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ; ss , ; 


PresTATYN BoarpD SCHOOLS.—Questions, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) and Mr. 
George Kenyon (Denbigh) ; Answers, The Vice- President of the Board of 
Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


QUEEN’s IsLAND, BELFAST.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (W saa ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


DISCHARGE OF CATHOLIC WORKMEN IN BELFAST.—Question, Mr. John Red- 
mond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a ‘ns a -_ 





Page 


914 


916 


916 


920 


920 











ex TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Anqust 15] 


KILLCLOONEY ESTATE.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.): Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 


RoyaL IRISH CONSTABULARY—COMPENSATION FOR INJURTES.—-Question, 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RoyaL IrtsH ConsTABULARY FUND.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 


Dr. WALSH AND THE IRISH EpucATION BoARD.—Question, Mr. John Red- 
v ’ 


mond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES IN MILLSTREET UNion.—Question, Mr. Sheehan 
(Cork Co., Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Irish Town TENANTS—PERPETUITY OF TENURE.—-Question, Mr. Sheehan ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham we 


TRISH MACKEREL INDUSTRY.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IrisH West Coast FIsHERIES.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Wynd 
ham 

THe O’Brien Estare.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ~ ia a a s 

LocaL GOVERNMENT INQUIRIES IN. Country CAVAN—MAJor Fair.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Mr. T. M. Healy, and Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ae oh ve ae ‘a a 


DESECRATION IN DONAGHMORE CHURCHYARD.—Questions, Mr. John Red- 
mond and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


EMIGRATION FROM IRELAND,-—Question, Mr. Conor O’Kelly (Mayo, N.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘s , Se ess 


Irish UNION AMALGAMATION.Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


TrucK ACT PROSECUTIONS IN I[RELAND.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ies + 


Limerick Poor RATE CoLLEcToRS.—Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IrisH AGRICULTURAL BOoARD’s Report.—Question, Mr. Moore; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ty 


2R0AD MAINTENANCE IN ARMAGH.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 
8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... a Zo 


MONAGHAN AsSISTANT COUNTY SuURVEYOR.—Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham si pie aa = ey és 


HousE VALUATION IN KeRRY.—Questions, Mr. Flavin and T. M. Healy; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ae =m 


CLERKS TO THE IRISH CLERK OF THE CROWN AND PEACE.—Question, Mr. 


T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham — ‘ae abi se woe 
CAPPAMORE NATIONAL ScuooL ‘TEACHER. — Question, Mr.  Lundon 
(Limerick, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... 1 ne ane a 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGE SCHEMES AT CorK.—Question, Mr. Sheehan; Answer, 
Mr, Wyndham bits és Sai w ‘ 4 





Page 


326 


927 
92s 


929 


929 
930 


93] 


oo 


932 


930 


934 





August 
[RISH 
al 


DIREC 
V 
KERR’ 


FoRES 
AY 


Procl 
A 


AGRAI 
A 
SERGE 
\ 
{ABIE 
S 
SLIGO 
G 
BANTI 
B 
LouG 
N 
TRISH 
\ 
GOVE! 
\ 


IRISH 
A 


Donk 


CAVA? 
C 
Nort! 
lk 


Lonp 
\ 


va 


DuBu 
i 
CAVA) 
h 


i 


IRISH 





1 
I 


IRISH 








Page 
926 


927 


997 
Qn 


929 


n 929 
930 


93] 


930 


934 


TABLE 





A ugust 1 5 5. 


Wyndham 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Mr. Wyndham 

Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
ABIES IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. 

Sheehan ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury 

Gerald Balfour 

Balfour... 

Mr. Gerald Balfour 

Viscount Cranborne 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
DoNEGAL PosTAL SERVICE.—Question, 
Chamberlain 
Chamberlain 


lain 


Austen Chamberlain ... 


Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 














Balfour, Manchester, E .) 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL satin: lisa, 


Balfour... ik oie Jes 


Kerry LAND APPEALS.—Question, Mr. 


mat Harsour LiGHTs.—Question, Mr. 


BantRY Bay ForRESHORE.—Questions, Mr. 


Direct LABOUR ON IrisH RoADs.—Question, 


AGRARIAN DISTURBANCES IN SLIGO, — Question, 


Mr. 


ForESTRY AND IRELAND.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, 


ProcLAIMED MEETING IN GALWAY. ne Mr. 


Field, Mr. Jc 


Mr. O’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Austen 


Mr. 


eee 


T.M. ieee 


Irish Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS.—Question, 


Cavan AND MONAGHAN MAILS.—Question, Mr. Daly ; 


Field ; 


Mr. 


OF CONTENTS. 


Lundon ; 


na hae S. )3 3 


ohn Redmond, and Mr. 


hacia (Sligo, N.) ; 


Answer, Mr. 


dais 


— 


Answer, 


Irish LADY’s ESTATE IN i <i Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 


GOVERNMENT AUDITS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 


Mr. Patrick 


CaAvAN AND Leitrim RatLway Company.—Question, Mr. 


Answer, 


M‘Govern ; 


Mr. 


Answer, 
Answer, 


O’Brien ; 


A. 


Irish ASYLUM TRADE WARDERS.—Questions, Dr. sei ees sil N.) 
and Mr. Field ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham : a is 


Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); 


O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; 


SERGEANT SHERIDAN’S ConpucT—CasE or DANIEL MAGooHAN.—Question, 


Mr. 
Answers, Mr. Gerald 


LovgH Foyie Licuts.—Question, Mr. Outer (Donegal, N.); Answer, 


Answer, Mr. Austen 
NortH KERRY sisal icin Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
LONDONDERRY RAILWAY STATION.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; Answer, Mr. 
DupLIN—TIPPERARY MAIL DrLAys.—Questions, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8), 
Mr. John Redmond, and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
InisH HistoRIcAL MANUSCRIPTS.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde and Mr. 


Thomas O’Donnell ; Answers, The First Lord of the Hise i A. J. 


J. 








exi 


Page 


940 


940 


940 


941 


941 


942 


943 


945 


944 


944 


945 


946 


946 


948 


949 


949 


950 


951 


952 


953 


953 














exii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 15. ] 


PERSONAL PRropERTY (CONTRIBUTIONS TO LocAL TAXATION).—Question, Mr. 


Strachey ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THE HAGuE CoNFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Cremer ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PRIVILEGE—THE “‘ GLOBE” NEWSPAPER. 
Mr. John Redmond (Wate rford) ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the passages in the article in 
the Globe newspaper complained of constitute a gross breach of this 
House.”—( Mr. John Redmond.) 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. .4. 4. Balfour, Manchester, BE.) 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. John Redinond 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Editor and Publisher of 
the (lobe newspaper do attend at the Bar of this House to-morrow, at 
Three of the clock.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Asquith re — 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs :— 

That they have agreed to Youthful Offenders Bill; Factory and 
Workshops Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill ; National Gallery 
(Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Order (No. 4) Bill; with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to Manchester and Liverpool 
Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords]; Harrogate Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [Lords]: without 
amendment 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders eon 4) Bill._—Lords’ Amendments 
to be considered to-morrow rm ae as ake 


Factory and Workshops Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered to-morrow, and to be printed. _{ Bill 
29: 5] ie ee 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill.—Order {for Second Reading 
read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
Debate arising. 


Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, VW.) ... ies ao if 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr, J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) By _ oe in ade is sa 


963 
Y6S 
970 


972 


975 
975 
976 


977 


977 








Mil 





Pan 


d54 


963, 
96S 
970 
972 


975 
975 
976 
977 


977 


977 


92 














TABLE OF CONTENTS.  exiii 
August 15.) Page 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ove eee --- 1002 
Mr. Markham ( — Mansfeld a ec aia ... 1008 


Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.).. , a ei oink ..< ES 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) wii Pa wi sk ... 1020 
Mr. Lloyd-George Se iecieies Brough) ne vies ue sie -« 1G3l 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) - bie és oe vec ... 10385 
Mr. A. J. Balfour pe dks uk ~ ... 1045 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Se otland) oi 3 a ... 1051 
Mr. John O'Donnell (Moyo, 8.) ... wid si ‘ih --» 1066 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... soi ... 1068 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S.) sie ae sae ins és ... 1074 
Mr. Bell (Derby) ... we ssi = 1075 
The President of the Loard of Trade (Mr. “Gerald “Belfour, Leeds, 
Central) rv ... 1088 
The First Lord of the Treasury (. Ur. A.J. . Balfour, Manche. ster, E) --. LO9L 
Mr. Roche (Galway, BE.) ... ... 1092 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... or sxe ‘es sien sbi .-» 1092 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) — ... — om _ us ... 1093 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 141; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 476.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
Naval Works Bill.— Considered in Committee :— 
| Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. j 
Clause | :— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) aX his i as ... 1097 
Clause agreed to. 
Other clauses and schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Military Works Bill.—-Considered in Committee. 


Clause 1: 
Mr. Dillon we ae sh vids a ms os ... 1098 


Amendment proposed— ; 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the word ‘six,’ and insert the word 
‘two.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon) —i instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ six’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Financial Secretary to the War Office ~~ Stanley, Lancashire, 


Westhoughton) na . 1099 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stegiords shire, Lichfield) : xe ..« ELOO 
Sir John Colomb (Great ee 3 if ai » ves ... 1100 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, S. ies wie sa ‘a wit .. 
Lord Stanley vee a vf iis “ va bit .. 1102 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 477.) 

Mr. Herbert Lewis was sea ae ab vik st ... 1103 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
VOL. XCIX. [FouRTH SERIEs.] h 











exiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 








August 15.| Page 
Schedule : 
Mi’. Herbert Lewis «+ 18 
Mi. Courtenay Warner... pi .- 1105 
Mi F.W. Wilson (Norfoll-, Mi?) + LEGS 
Mr. O Dohertu (Donegal, NN) is ... 1105 
Mr. Tully ... a = . 1106 
Amendment proposed- 
“In page 4, line 4, to leave out ‘£84,000’ in order to insert 
* £4,000.’ ”"—( Mr. Tully.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That ‘£84,000’ stand part of the Schedule.” 
Lord Stanlen 1107 
Amendment, hy leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Dillon . 1107 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 4, line 11, to leave out ‘Egypt, £164,000.’”—(I/r. 
Dillon.) 
Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 126 ; Noes, 47. (Division List No. 478.) 
(Juestion put, “ That this be the Schedule to the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 129 ; Noes, 46. (Division List No. 479.) 
Bill reported, without amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow. 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
Clauses | and 2 agreed to. 
Schedule : 
Mr. Tully . ill 
Amendment proposed- 
“Tn page 4, line 24, to leave out ‘(24) 41 and 42 Vic., c. 38, The 
Sunday Closing (Ireland) Act, 1878.)”"—(Mr. Tully.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the schedule.” 
Mr. John Redivond 1111 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. O Doherty . 1112 
Amendment proposed—- 
“In page 4, lines 25 and 26, to leave out ‘(25) 44 and 45 Vic., 
c. 5, The Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act, 1881.’ ”—(M/r. 0’ Doherty.) 
Question proposed, ‘“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Schedule.” 
Ih. Wyndham . lilt 
Mr. O Doherty _ 1116 


Mr. ( alling / (Lipperar: ’ S.) 


.. 1116 





Au 


Put 


Lig 


Ma: 


Ber 








Page 


1104 
1105 
1105 
1105 
1106 


1107 


1107 


1111 


1111 


1112 


1114 
1116 
1116 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 15.) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; Noes, 50. (Division List No. 480.) 
Mr. O Mura 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 5, lines 11 and 12, to leave ouc ‘(33) 59 and 60 Vic., 
c. 48, the Light Railways Act, 1896.’ ”—(Mr. 0’ Mara.) 


Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 124 : Noes, 45. (Division List No. 481.) 
Schedule agreed to. 
sill reported, without amendment. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 124 ; Noes, 45. (Division List No. 482.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Public Works Loans Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. Cullinan ; 568 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain oée 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... ae 

Mr. Tully... Pe ayes se 
Mr. Sheehan (Corl: County, Mid) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Light Railways (No. 2) Bill.—Considere:! in the Committee. 
Mr, Tully... 
Bill reported without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 
Marriages Legalisation Bill [Lords|.—As amended, considered ; read the 
third time, and passed with Amendments ... x) eas vr _ 
Berwickshire County Town Bill | Lords}.—-Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. John Redmond 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Grahww Murray, Buteshive) 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 25 a on aia 
Mr. Dillon = 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-mcrrow. 
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Valuation (Ireland) Bill —Considered in Committee. 
Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 12, after ‘hundred,’ to insert ‘ subject to revision 
in accordance with this Act and.’”—(Sir James Haslett.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted. 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ee a 355 se see nee wo 119 
Mr. Wyndham... ins wee sch ve ~ . SD 
Mr. Dillon “a es sé ie ii nN ibs ove LE 
Mr. Atkinson Nh ee bess — ei “3 Rs vos aed 


{Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Clause | agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... Ke ks me we ios we ..- 1128 
Amendment proposed— 
“ To insert words extending time of appeal to Ist March, 1903.” 
Amendment agreed to. 


Sir James Haslett (Belfust, N.) ... isi ce vids aie .-- 1138 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... ; . 1128 
3ill reported ; as amended, considered ; an Amendment made. Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 
Fisheries (Ireland) Bill.—As amended, considered. bill read the third 
time, and passed. 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 
Adjourned at five minutes after Five of the clock, a.m. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 16TH AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Watford and District Tramways Bill [H.L.}]—Returned from the Com- 
mons agreed to ; ses oe bee as oe Sis . 1129 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill (1.1..}.—Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to... hat ~ .- 1126 
City and Brixton Railway Bill [1.L.].—Rewrned from the. Commons 
agreed to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment considered, and 
agreed to ae eS Bas ist Bits 1: ss i ... 1129 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Loca Taxation Account (ScoTLanp) AcT, 1898.—Return showing the 
total payments into and out of the Local Taxation (Scotland) Account, for 
the financial year 1900-1901... ove eoa ese eee jus .. 1999 
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MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS (IRELAND).—-Thirty-seventh Annual Report 
of the Registrar General, for the year 1900 sos “a ve ... 1129 


WoRKMEN’S CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES (BOARD OF TRADE, LABOUR DEPART- 
MENT).—Report on Workmen’s Co-operative Societies in the United 
Kingdom ; with statistical tables 3 xs . 1129 


SouTH AFRICA :— 


I. Further Return of numbers of persons in the camps of refuge in South 
Africa, July, 1901 (in continuation of [Cd. 608}). 


[I. Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, dated 8th July, 1901, relative 
to military operations in South Africa (in continuation of [Cd. 605]) 1129 


Army.—List of exceptions to the Army Regulations as to pay, non-effective 
pay, and allowances sanctioned by the Secretary of State for War, with 
the approval of the Commissioners of the Treasury during the year 1900- 
1901. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Local GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888 :— 


Part I. Orders under Section 57 of the Act, as confirmed by the Local 
Government Board, of the following county councils :—(1) Bucks. 
For transferring the parish of Little Missenden from the Wycombe 
Rural District to the Amersham Rural District ; (2) Carmarthen. 
For uniting the parishes of St. Peter and St. Peter Without to form 
the parish of St. Peter’s ; (3) Chester. For uniting the parishes of 
Great Mollington and Little Mollington to form the parish of 
Mollington ; (4) Chester. For the conversion of the Parish of 
Whitby into the Ellesmere Port and Whitby Urban District : 
(5) Cornwall. For the conversion of the parish of Callington into 
the Callington Urban District ; (6) Devon. For transferring a part 
of the Newton Abbot Rural District to the Newton Abbot Urban 
District ; (7) Essex. For transferring a part of the parish and urban 
district of Walthamstow to the parish and urban district of Wood- 
ford; (8) Essex. For transferring a part of the parish and urban 
district of Wanstead to the parish and urban district of East 

Ham, and a part of the parish and urban _ district of 

East Ham to the parish and urban district of Wanstead : 

(9) Hertford. For constituting the Sawbridgeworth Urban District 

and the parishes of Sawbridgeworth and High Wych ; (10) Hertford. 

For transferring a part of the parish of Watford Rural to the parish 

of Watford Urban and the Watford Urban District; (11) Kers, 

For defining a part of the boundary between the parishes of Chatham 

and St. Nicholas, in the Medway Union; (12) Merioneth. For 

altering the boundaries of the Towyn Urban District and the Dolgelly 
and Machynlleth Rural Districts ; (13) Somerset. For transferring 

a part of the parish of Selwood from the Frome Rural District to the 

parish of Frome and urban district of Frome ; (14) Southampton. 

For transferring a part of the parish of Bedhampton from the Havant 

Rural District to the parish of Havant and urban district of Havant : 

(15) Stafford. For defining the boundary between the Brierley Hill 

Urban District and the Kingswinford Rural District ; (16) Surrey. 

For transferring parts of the parishes of Abinger and Wotton to the 

parish of Ockley in the Dorking Union ; (17) Surrey. For trans- 

ferring a part of the parish of Horsell from the Chertsey Rural 
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District to the parish of Woking and Urban District of Woking ; (18) 
West Sussex. For transferring a part of the parish of Horsham Rural 
from the Horsham Rural District to the parish and urban district of 
Horsham ; (19) West Sussex. For transferring a part of the parish 
of Lyminster from the East Preston Rural District to the Little- 
hampton Urban District, and constituting the area so transferred the 
parish of Wick; (20) Worcester. For dividing the parish of 
Kidderminster Foreign into the parishes of Wribbenhall and Kidder- 
minster Foreign. 


Part II. Order, under Section 59 of the Aet, as confirmed by the Local 
Government Board :—(1) Worcester. For amending the county of 
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Worcester (Malvern Urban District) Confirmation Order, 1898 . 1130 
LocaL TAXATION (SCOTLAND).—Return for the year 1899-1900. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 1131 
TEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL; Steamship 
Subsidies ; National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill.—-Message 
to the Commons for Reports, etc., of Select Committees os sce WEBS 
National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill; Youthful 
Offenders Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 1132 
Merchant Shipping (Foreign Ships) Bill [H.L.].—<A Bill to explain the 
provisions of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with respect to the crew 
space of foreign ships, was presented by the Earl of Dudley: read 1¢; 
and to be printed. [No. 209.] : sp = = . 1132 
CHAIRMAN OF CoMMITTEES.—Moved, That the Lord Balfour be appointed to 
take the Chair in Committees of the Whole House this day, in the absence 
of the Chairman of Committees.—(The Lord Ashbourne) ; agreed to . 1132 
East a Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures) 
Bill; Registration of Births and Deaths Bill—Read 24 (according to 
Order) ; Committees negatived; then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having ‘been suspended) Bills read 34, and passed .., by < ... 1132 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill [Seconp Rravine}|.— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Lord Bishop of Iochester . 1133 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(The Lord Bishop of Rochester.) 
The Lord . 1rchbishop of ¢ ‘unter bury wa Lebo 
Earl Spencer . 1135 
On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2¢ a Committee negatived; 
then (Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. having been sus- 
pended) Bill read 3%, and passed. 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill.—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) ” me a. 1136 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—(Lord Ashbourne.) 
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On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2¢ accordingly ; Committee negatived ; 
then (Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLY. having been sus- 
pended) Bill read 34, and passed. 


Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bil!; Pacific Cable Bill ; Colonial 
Acts Confirmation Bill; Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill; Burgh 
Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland) Bill—House in Com- 
mittee “(accor ‘ding to Order); Bills reported without amendment ; then 
(Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLY. — been suspended) Bills 
read 3%, and passed 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—TZhe Lord Ashbourne ; Public Works 
Loans Bill—The Earl Waldegrave ; Light Railways (No. 2) Bill—The Eurl 
of Dudley ; Valuation (Ireland) Bill—The Lord Ashbourne ; Fisheries—The 
Lord Ashbourne.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; then (Standing 
Order No. XXXIX. having been —— Bills read 24; Committees 
negatived ; Bills read 34, and passed ee ka ; 


Marriages Legalisation Bill [{1.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed 


to, with Amendments ; Commons’ Amendments considered (on motion), 
and agreed te ... hi My : 


House adjourned at Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 16TH AUGUST, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders - dhs Bill.—Lords’ Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to es . 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have aii to, Greenock eae 
tion Order Confirmation Bill, without amendment. That they have agreed 
to Amendments to, Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords], without amendment 


PETITIONS. 
RoyaLt DEcLARATION Biti.—Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to lie upon 
the Table , si “3 om - 


SaLe oF InroxicaTING Liquors TO CHILDREN BiILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Hindley and Peaslake ; to lie upon the Table 


SovEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLtL AND RoyAL DECLARATION BILL.— 
Petitions against from West Calder ; and Mid Calder; to lie upon the 
Table... Ac : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLontes (CoLtonrAL Acts, RoyaL ASSENT).—Return {presented 15th 
August] to be printed. [No. 362] +“ sh ae 


BoarD oF TrapE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT) WORKMEN’S CO-OPERATIVE 
Socreties.—Copy presented, of Report on Workmen’s Co-operative 
Societies in the United Kingdom, with Statistical Tables [by C sca : 

to lie upon the Tabie .. ; inh ies Set ved ne 
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TEA AND CorFeEE, 1900.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th 


August ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 363.] Ke si ne ie ‘ ve ' 


British SHips (DESERTION OF SEAMEN ABROAD).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 8th August ; Mr. Hain]; to lie upon the Table ... 


LocaL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1898.—Copy presented, of 
Return showing the Total Payments into and out of the Local Taxation 
(Scotland) Account for the financial year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table... rr 8s ois ts dee ai ie 


LocaL TAXATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of the Annual Local Taxa- 
tion (Scotland) Returns for the year 1899-1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 364.] ase om ic ‘ 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 
13th August ; Wr. William Redmond]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 365] ... ie ag eh ba dus ed ‘a 


SoutH AFrrica.—Copy presented, of further Return of numbers of persons in 
the Camps of Refuge in South Africa, July, 1901 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table és ane ai ies bss ae ee - 


SoutH Arrica (DESPATCHES).—Copy presented, of Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated 8th July, 1901, relative to Military Operations in South 
Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ss ie > 


Army (Pay, Non-EFFECTIVE PAY, AND ALLOWANCES).—Copy presented, of 
List of exceptions to the Army Regulations sanctioned during the year 
1900-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MARRIAGES, BrrtHs, AND DeEaTHs (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Thirty- 
seventh Annual Report of the Registrar General, being for the year 1900 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


COMMISSIONERS OF NATIONAL EpUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy ordered, “ of the 
Second Memorandum considered at the meeting of the Board of National 
Education in Ireland, on the 30th day of July, in connection with the 
recent resignation of the Most Reverend W. J. Walsh, D.D., Archbishop 
of Dublin, together with copies of all furthur proceedings of the Board 
with reference to this matter (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
261, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 366.] —... om ei ae ive Ks 


LocAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888.—Copies presented, of Orders made by the 
various County Councils in England and Wales under Sections 57 and 59 
of the Act, as confirmed by the Local Government Board {by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table “_ oF es ss 


East InptA (INDIAN Rattway MATERIALS).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 13th August ; Sir Charles Con-er) ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 367. ] is pus a 


Trapr Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2694 and 2695 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table ib ii 


REVENUES OF Cyprus.—Return ordered, “of (1) all sums paid in the two 
years 1898-9, 1899-1900, out of the moneys arising from the Revenues 
of Cyprus ; (2) of all sums voted by Parliament in the same period in aid 

of the Administration of Cyprus ; and of the surplus remaining in each 
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(Limerick, E.), Mr. Dillon, and Mr. T. M. or _— ore Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham... 


SERGEANT SHERIDAN—-CASE OF MurpnHy.-—Question, Mr. Lundon; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... ' : wits = 


INTIMIDATION IN LEITRIM.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (lige, 8); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham “is ‘as vos . 


Cork AND Fermoy Ling. —Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


IrtsH Epucation—HaNnp AND Eyre TRAINING CLASSES.—Question, Mr. 
Boland ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : st 


InisH NATIONAL ScHoor TEACHERS.-—Question, Mr. William Moore (Antrim, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie 


IrisH TEACHERS AND THE REsIpUAL GRANT.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ; 


KERRY ReETURNS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Dupin VereriInaky CoLLeGr.—— Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


IrtsH CENsus Strarr.—Question, Mr. Nannetti: Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CATHOLIC EMpLoyees IN BELFAST. --Question, Mr. John Redmond ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham Soe 2 


ALLEGED DEATH FROM POLICE VIOLENCE AT THURLES.—Question, Mr. 
Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IrntsH CopyricHt INFRINGEMENT CAsSEs.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


THE BreHon Laws.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
SNEEM Pier, KERRY.-—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INNISKEEN Post-MASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain a = bai aoe he io 

Irish SPEAKING CLERKS AT THE Post OFFICE.—Questions, Captain Donelan 
and Mr. ‘Thomas O’Donnell ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 

RosCARBERY MAtts.—Question, Mr. Edward Barry ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 

InisH PostMEN AND BANK HoLmay.—Question, Mr, James O’Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ oi 


Paciric Caste Boarp.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 
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August 16.] Paye 
OFFICE OF Woops AND ForeEsts.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 

Boroughs) and Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, aiends ; — 

Mr. A J. Balfour ; . 1187 
BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1188 
National Gallery (Purchase of ened canmadi Bill.—Lords’ Amend- 

ments considered, and agreed to... .. 1188 
Youthful Offenders Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and ela to... 1188 
SranDING OrDERS.—Ordered, That the ne Orders of this House, as 

amended, be printed. [No. 368. | : a a k we LER8 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps :— 

That they have agreed to—Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance 
Bill ; East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures) 
Bill; Registration of Births and Deaths Bill ; Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors to Children Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Bill; Con- 
gested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill; Pacific Cable Bill ; Colonial 
Acts Confirmation Bill; Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill; Burgh 
Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland) Bill; Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill; Public Works Loans Bill; Light Railways 
(No. 2) Bill ; Valuation (Ireland) Bill; Fisheries (Ireland) Bill, with- 
out amendment. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to—Marriages Legalisation Bill 
{Lords] ; Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [Lords] ; Public Libraries Bill [Lords], 
without amendment. 

+ Early Closing of Shops.—That they communicate Copy of Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their Lordships in the present session 
of Parliament to inquire into the length of the hours of labour in 
shops ; and whether any and, if so, what steps should be taken to 
diminish them, together with the Minutes of Evidence, Proceedings 
of the Committee, etc., as desired by this House. 

Betting.—That they communicate Copy of Report from the Select Com- 
mittee appointed by their Lordships in the present Session of Parlia- 
ment to inquire into the increase of public betting amongst all classes, 
and whether any legislative measures are possible and expedient for 
checking the abuses occasioned thereby, together with the Minutes of 
Evidence, Proceedings of the Committee, etc., as desired by this 
House. 

That they request that this House will be pleased to communicate to their 

Lordships Copies of the Reports from the Select Committees 
appointed by this House in the present Session of Parliament on :— 
1. Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill; 2. Steam- 
ship Subsidies ; 3. National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) 
Bill; together with the Proceedings of the Committees and Minutes 
of Evidence, ete. 

Printed copies to be communicated accordingly 118s 
PRIVILEGE—THE “GLOBE” NEWSPAPER AND IrisH MemBers.—Order for 

the attendance of the Editor and Publisher of the (lobe newspaper [15th 

August] read, 

Mr. George Elliot Armstrong, the Editor, and Mr. William Thomas 
Madge, the Publisher, of the Globe newspaper, were called in and 
examined, in relation to the Article complained of. 

Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Madge then withdrew. 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) . 1190 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House, while recognis- 
ing that Mr. George Elliot Armstrong, the Editor, and Mr. William 
Thomas Madge, the Publisher, have apologised and expressed their 
regret for the article impugned, is of opinion that Mr. George Elliot 
Armstrong and Mr. William Thomas Madge have committed a breach 
of the Privileges of this House in the publication of the article in the 
Globe newspaper of the 14th instant headed ‘Irish Rowdies,’ and that 
they be called in and reprimanded by Mr. Speaker for the breach of 
Privilege which they have committed.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ... 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) oat no iss ; 

Ordered, That Mr. George Elliot Armstrong and Mr. William Thomas 
Madge be again called in. 

And they were again called in, and were addressed by Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Madge then withdrew. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolved nemine contradicentc, That this House, while recognising that 
Mr. George Elliot Armstrong, the Editor, and Mr. William Thomas 
Madge, the Publisher, have disclaimed any intention of imputing 
corrupt motives to any members of Paliament, and have withdrawn 
every such charge, is of opinion that the said Mr. George Elliot Arm- 
strong and Mr. William Thomas Madge have committed a breach of 
the Privileges of this House in the publication of the article in the 
Globe newspaper of the 14th instant, headed “Trish Rowdies,” and 
that they be called in and reprimanded by Mr. Speaker for the 
breach of Privilege which they have committed.—(Mr. A. J. Palfour.) 


The said Mr. George Elliot Armstrong and William Thomas Madge were 
again called in and reprimanded by Mr. Speaker. 


Then they were directed to withdraw. 
Ordered, That the Reprimand delivered by Mr. Speaker be entered upon 
the Journals of this House.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill.—Considered in Committee, and 
reported, without amendment ; to he read the third time to-morrow, at 
ten of the clock 


Factory and Workshops Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill.— 


Lords’ Amendments considered. 
Lords’ Amendment, on page 51, line 12.— 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Lords’ Amendment, on page 58, line 18. 


Mr. 7. M. Healy see sae ose bas aa 86 es eee 
The Secretary of Stute for the Home Depurtine nt (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) wae 


Amendment agreed to. 
Lords’ Amendment on sixth schedule, page 100, line 25. 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... 
Mr. Ritehie 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Remaining Lords’ Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. Ritchie Ton Bs se wf er Lee ay ... LI9S 
Sir Charles Dilhe vas ia ans ... 1199 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Se rotland) ei “es _ ... 1199 
Mr, Claney (Dublin County) i ~ - ies ue ... 119d 
Mr. Ritchie et ioe ve wie as ee 7 ... 1199 


East INDIA ReveNnvuE Accounts.-—Order for Committee read. 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 1199 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Speaker do not leave the 


Chair.” 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownagyree (Bethnal Green, NE.) Bom = oo AGS 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 1236. 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to the words ‘this House views with approval the efforts made 
within the last two years by the Viceroy and local governments in 
India to foster the indigenous industries of the country and promote 
technical instruction, and is of opinion that, for the better and more 
rapid attainment of these objects, a public inquiry into the present con- 
dition of industrial education should be held with a view to devising a 
thoroughly regulated system of elementary, technical, and industrial 
training in connection with the existing educational institutions 
throughout India.’ ”—(Sir Mancherjee Bhownagavee.) 
Question, “That the words proposed to he left out stand part of the 
Question.” 
Lord G, Hamilton... saa _ na ae ae caia ... 1236 
Question put, and agreed to, 
Main Question again proposed. 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Caimborn:) ... 1237 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.).. 1250 
My. J. E. Gordon (Elgin and Kaien) 1258 
Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.)... 1263 
Sir Edaay Vincent (Exeter) 1266 
Lord G. Hamilton... 1270 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Considered in Committee. 
Resolved, That it appears by the Accounts laid before this House, that 
the Total Revenue of India for the year ending on the 31st of March, 
1900, was £68,637,164; that the Total Expenditure in India and in 
ingland charged against Revenue was £65,862,541 ; that there was 
a surplus of Revenue over Expenditure of £2,774,623 ; and that the 
Capital Outlay on Railways and Irrigation Works not charged 
against Revenue was £3,035,672.—(Secretaru Lord George Hamilton.) 
Resolution to be reported. 
Naval Works Bill.—Read the third time, and passed sc si oe, 1508 






Military Works Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 








CXXViii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 16.) 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lords].—Order for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Third Reading oo —_ read, and ee Bill with- 
drawn ... ses ees 


County Councils (Byelaws) Bill a for Second Reading 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn ; 


Elementary School Teachers Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. In pursuance of the Order of the House of 
the 22nd day of July last, Mr. oe ee the House without 
(Question put oes as ee Pe se ; 


Adjourned at five minutes after Eleven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: SATURDAY, litH AUGUST, 1901. 


JUDICIAL BusinEss.—Ordered, That this House do meet on Tuesday, the 12th 
day of November next, at Eleven o’clock, for the purpose of hearing and 
determining Appeals and the matters connected therewith, pursuant to 
the provisions of the “Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876”; and that 
during such meeting of the House leave be — to the _ 1 Committee 
to meet ‘oe 4 Lee 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Cuina No. 7 ”iaiuatetnag cimocanend ating the Imperial Railway of 
North China is ; ne ses 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION neLaxo).—tapots on the 
Dublin institutions of science and art ae «3 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the T able. 


LAND PurcHAse Acts.—Return respecting ; laid before the House (pursuant 
to Order of Tuesday last), and to be printed. [No. 210.]... i 


STEAM ENGINES AND BoiLers (PERSONS IN CHARGE) Bit. (No. 213.); 
Steamship Subsidies. (No. 214); National Gallery (Purchase of 
Adjacent Land) Bill. (No. 215.)—Reports, etc., of the Select Committees 
of the House of Commons communicated (pursuant to Message of yester- 
day) ; and to be printed + - ; + 





Factory and Workshops Acts Amendment and a Bill. 
—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to.. 


Consolidation Fund (Appropriation) Bill —Brought from the Commons ; 
read 14; then (Standing Order No. XX XIX. having been suspended) Bill 
read 2@ a Earl scene sect Committee a ; Bill read 3°, and 
passed .. : = ee ze ine ; 


Military Works Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1%; and to be 
printed ; then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been suspended) 
moved that the Bill be now read 2% (Lord Raglan) ; agreed to; Bill read 
2 2 aed Committee ere Bill read 3, and passed. 
(No. 211 3 is ss Hei we ; 


Naval Works Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1%; and to be 
printed; then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been es 
moved that the Bill be now read 24.—(The Earl of Selburae.) ss 
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Earl Spencer ; si is + 1378 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selbor Ne) ... ae ... 128] 
Lord Tweedmouth.. at = .. 1286 
The Lord Chance lor of Ireland ( Lor . Ashbourne) a os ... 1288 
Eurl Spencer es abe sae ... 1289 
The Earl of Selborne 1289 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2“ accordingly ; Committee negatived ; 
Bill read 34, and passed. [No. 212.] 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. (No. 216.) ; Public Works Loans Bill. 
(No. 217.) ; Light Railways. (No. 2) Bill. (No. 218.) ; Valuation (Ireland) 
Bill. (No. 219.) ; Fisheries (Ireland) Bill. (No. 220.).—To be printed... 128% 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 


ComMIssion.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 


. Loan. 
. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 
royal Titles. 

. Militia and Yeomanry. 
. Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, ete., Continuance. 
. Congested Districts Board (Ireland). 
. National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land). 
. Pacific Cable. 

9. Colonial Acts Confirmation. 

10. Customs Duties (Isle of Man). 
11. Youthful Offenders. 
12. Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland). 
13. Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2). 
14. Lunacy (Ireland). 
15. Public Libraries. 
16. Patent Law Amendment. 
17. Expiring Laws Continuance. 
18. Public Works Loans. 
19. East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures). 
20, Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment and Consolidation. 
21. Naval Works. 
22. Military Works. 
23. Registration of Births and Deaths. 
24, Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children. 
25. Local Government (Ireland). 
26. Marriages Legalisation. 

27. Light Railways (No. 2). 
28. Valuation (Ireland). 

29. Fisheries (Ireland). 

30. Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 
31. Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London). 
32. Greenock Corporation Order Confirmation. 
33. Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4). 
34, Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation. 
35, Aldeburgh Corporation (Water). 
36. Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board. 
37. West Cumberland Electric Tramways. 
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38. Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon 
Junction Railway Companies. 

39. Swansea Harbour. 

40. Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway. 

41. Leeds Corporation (General Powers). 

42. Leeds Corporation Water. 

43. South Lancashire Tramways. 

44. Stratton and Bude Improvement. 

45, Belfast and Northern Counties Railway. 

46. London United Tramways. 

47. Wallasey Improvement. 

48. Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway. 

49. Weston-super-Mare Gas. 

50. Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.). 

51. Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway. 

52. Llanelly Harbour. 

53. Derby Corporation. 

54. Harrogate Corporation. 

55. Rugby Water and Improvement. 

56. Loch Leven Water Power. 

57. London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings). 

58. London County Council (General Powers). 

59. Devonport Corporation (Gas). 

60. Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway. 

61. City and Brixton Railway. 

62. Watford and District Tramways 


THE KinG’s SpEEcH.—His Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech was delivered to 
hoth Houses of Parliament by the Lord High Chancellor (in pursuance of 
His Majesty’s Commands)... e a we ch on 


Then a Commission for proroguing the Parliament was read. 
After which the Lord Chancellor said :— 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 

“‘ By virtue of His Majesty’s Commission, under the Great Seal, to 
us and other Lords directed, and now read, we do, in His Majesty’s 
Name, and in obedience to His Commands, prorogue this Parliament to 
Tuesday, the fifth day of Nov>mber next, to be then here holden ; and 
this Parliament is accordingly prorogued to Tuesday, the fifth day of 
November next.” 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: SATURDAY, AUGUST 17rn, 1901. 
The House met at Ten of the clock. 
PETITIONS. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN Bi_t.—Petitions in favour, 


from Llangynider ; and Hanley ; to lie upon the Table 


Sovereign’s Oath on Accession Bill and Royal Declaration Bill.— 
Petitions against, from Ayr; and Benhar Moor ; to lie upon the Table... 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EarLy CLOSING OF SHops. —— ane 16th August] to be printed. 
[No. 369.] oe fs ee ee ce 


BettInG.—Paper [communicated 16th August] to be printed. [No. 370,] 


British SHIPS (DESERTION OF SEAMEN apa —Return baaeapoae 16th 
August] to be printed. [No. 371.] .. is és ie 


SeconDARY Epucation.—Ruturn presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th 
May ; Sir Ughtred nr to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 372.]_ ... 2 ae ae ais oe ‘ 


Cutna, No. 7 (1901).—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the 
Imperial Railway of North China [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) AcT, 1899.—Copy 
presented, of Report of the Director of the Dublin Institutions of Science 
and Art to the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY PApers,—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table :—List of the 
Bills, Reports, Estimates, and Accounts and Papers printed by order of 
the House, and of Papers presented by Command, Session 1901, with a 
General Alphabetical Index thereto, 27th Parliament, Second Session, 1st 
Edward VIL, 23rd January, 1901, to 17th August, 1901 ; to be printed. 
[No. 373.] xs a wh ries acs : 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—BoerR [PRISONERS At ST. HELENA—GODEFROY’s 
Case.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Oftice (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ... 








DORDRECHT EXECU ULSORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. a tieeest 
Mr. Pirie tae, N. ); Answer, Lord Stanley... : 


VOLUNTEER CAMP ALLOWANCE.—Questions, Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, 
S.) and Sir Howard Vincent ; Answers, Lord Stanley 2 


Matra.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 5.), Mr. Dillon, and Mr. Clancy 
(Dublin County, N.); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ' 


IrntisH Lapy’s Estate tN MApriIp.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount 
Cranborne, Rochester) ; oe m= 


CuinA—ANGLO-RussiAN) Dispute At TIENTSIN.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): Answer, Viscount Cranborne ... 


FactoRY AND WorksHop ACTS AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION BILL.— 
(Questions, Mr. Clancy and Sir Charles Dilke ; Answers, The Secretary of 
State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 

BerHespDA QuARRY DispuTE.—Questions, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie ast ‘its ne sé m= 

ELEMENTARY ScHOOL TEACHERS But.—Question, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 


S.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gor st, 
Cambridge University) evi oe is eee tee coe 
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LABOURERS’ Corrac ES IN County 


(Tipperary, 8.) ; Answer 
Dover)... fap is 


NortH Dupin DISPENSARY 


Districr— MEpbIcAL 








OF 


CONTEN'PS. 


Question, Mr. Clancy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Povick INTERFERENCE WITH UNiteD Irish LeaGve MEETINGS.—Question, 
Answer, Mr. : 


Mr. Murphy (Kerry, £) ; 


WESTBOURNE NATIONAL SCHOUOLS.- 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


TALLAGHT Petry SEssioNS—CHARGE OF 
Question, Mr. Clancy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IrisH EcG anp Butrer TRADE.—Question, 


Mr. Wyndham 


CANOLIN DisSTURBANCES.—Question, Mr. 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Dupin PostTAL OFFICIALS’ GRIEVANCES. 


Answers, The Financial Secretary 


lain, Worcestershire, E.) 


TRALEE MAILS.—Question, Mr. 


Chamberlain 


Consolidated Fund Appropriation Bill [Tiikp Reavine].—Order 


Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and ‘luestion proposed, That the Bill be now read 


third time.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. 


The Chief Secretary for ie 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Seotlund)... 
Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) ... 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... 


The Secretary of State for the Home Departinent (2 Vr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Wyndham 


Donzl Sullivan (Westmeath, S.) ; 


(Juestions, 


Flavin (Kerry, N.) : 


Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, iit 
Col. Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) : 


Mr. Nunnetti (Dublin, College (freen) 


Col. Ltoyds (Rochdale) 


Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) aie ae ea sis abs iu 
The Financial ee to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 


Westhoughton) . 


Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E. ). 


Mr. Boiand (Kerry, & 


S.) 


The Secretury of State for the ( tolonies (Ur. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham,W.) 13 


Question put, and agreed to. 


3ill read the third tinié, and passe:!. 


DONEGAL.—Question, 
, The Chief Secretary for Irel: and (Mr. 


Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 


Answer, 


cond ( (. Ur. W “yndham, Dover) 


Mr. Cullinan 
Wyndham, 


DAMAGING KYNOCH’S PROPERTY. 
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OFFICERS’ SALARIES.— 


(Juestion, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, 


Answer, 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 


Mr. Austen 


for 


the 
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MESSAGE. FROM THE Lorps :— 
That they have agreed to Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill ; Naval 
Works Bill ; Military Works Bill, without amendment. 


That they have also agreed to the Amendment to wes and Brixton” Rail- 
way Bill [Lords], without amendment .. ‘ 


ROYAL ASSENT. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners: 


The House went ; and the Royal Assent was given to a number of Bills. 
(See page 1291.) - 


And afterwards His. Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech was delivered to 
both Houses of Parliament by the Lord High Chancellor (in pur- 
suance of His Majesty’s Commands). 


Then a Commission for proroguing the Parliament was read. 
After which the Lord Chancellor said :— 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen,— 


“ By virtue of His Majesty’s Commission, under the Great Seal, to 
us and other Lords directed, and now read, we do, in His Majesty’ 8 
Name, and in obedience to His Commands, prorogue this Parliament to 
Tuesday, the fifth day of November next, to be then here holden; and 
this Parliament is accordingly prorogued to Tuesday, the fifth day of 
November next.” 


End of the Second Session of the Twenty-seventh Parliament of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in the First Year 
of the Reign of His Majesty King Edward VII. 


END OF CONTENTS OF VOL. XCIX. 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 
IN THE 
SECOND SESSION or THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF THE 
Unitep Kinepom oF GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, IN THE 
First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 


ELEVENTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 





DOVER CORPORATION BILL [H.z.]. 
| SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
| LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL 
| [H.L. ] 
| RIPON CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 8th August, 1901. 


SE Ce een Commons’ Amendments considered and 
Report made from the Lord Chan-| agreed to. 
cellor, that the right of Charles Earl of | 
Leitrim to vote at the elections of Repre- | LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
sentative Peers for Ireland has been | (SPITALFIELDS MARKET) BILL. 
established to the satisfaction of the Lord| Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
Chaneellor ; read, and ordered to lie on ing to-morrow discharged. The Chair- 
the Table. man of Committees informed the House 
|that the promoters do not intend to 
. roceed further with the Bill; ordered 
apeansieerss that the Bill be not further proceeded 
Evelyn Viscount Cromer, G.C.B., | with. 
G.C.M.G., K.C.8.L, C.LE., His Majesty's 
Agent and Consul-General in Egypt, and LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
a Minister Plenipotentiary in the diplo- (GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 
matic service, having been created} ‘The consent of His Royal Highness 
Viscount Errington of Hexham, in the| the Duke of Cornwall and York, in 
county of Northumberland, and Earl of | right of his Duchy of Cornwall, signified, 
Cromer, in the county of Norfolk, was| and Bill reported with Amendments. 
(in the usual manner) introduced. 





| 
| SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) 
—_——- | BILL [H.L.]. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES reported 
‘that the consent of the proprietors of 

—— |the Southport Waterworks Company in 

DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) | special general meeting assembled to the 
BILL. | Bill as amended by the Commons had 


R a been proved ; Commons’ Amendments 
eported with Amendments. | considered and agreed to. 
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Returns, 


CROMER WATER BILL. 
MOND GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments to be considered to-morrow. 


HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
io, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered and agreed to. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


STIRLING CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


KILMARNOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Read 3 (according to Order), and 
passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS—AMENDMENT OF 
STANDING ORDERS. 

THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, I beg 
to move the Amendments to the Standing 
Orders set forth on your Lordships’ Paper. 
I do not think there is anything in the 


Amendments involving any question of | 


principle. Therefore I need not refer to 
them in detail ; but I shall be glad to 
answer any questions which noble Lords 
may wish to put to me on the subject. 


The alterations in the Standing Or- 
ders were agreed to; Standing Orders 
amended accordingly, and to be printed 
as amended. [No. 188.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 

No. 2680. Germany 
Main). 

No. 2681. Italy (Genoa). 

No. 2682. Japan (Hakodate). 


{LORDS} 


(Frankfort-on- | 











Reports, &e. 


No. 2683. China (Pakhoi). 
No. 2684. Italy (Sardinia). 
No. 2685. Persia (Azerbaijan). 
No. 2686. Egypt (Alexandria). 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 


No. 328. Turks and Caicos Islands, 
Report for 1900. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 
Thirty-ninth Report of the Inspector, 

| for the year 1900. 

BOILER EXPLOSIONS. 

| Report to the Secretary of the Board 
|of Trade upon the working of the Boiler 
| Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890, with 
‘appendices (in continuation of Parlia- 
| mentary Paper [Cd. 302]). 





MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

| Return of all British ships ordered by 
|the Board of Trade or its officers, during 
| the period from Ist July, 1900, to 30th 
| June, 1901, to be provisionally detained 
/as unsafe by reason of the defective con- 
' dition of their hulls, equipments, or 
|machinery, or by reason of overloading 
| or improper loading, in pursuance of the 
| provisions of Section 459 of the Act, 
| giving tne names of the owners of those 
\ships which have been dismantled, 
| broken up, or converted into hulks, ete., 
also of all foreign ships ordered to be 
| provisionally detained during the same 
| period as unsafe by reason of overloading 
| or improper loading, in pursuance of the 
| provisions of Section 462 of the same Act; 
| together with summaries showing respec- 
\tively the total number of ships ordered 
'to be detained as unsafe, from Ist July, 
| 1900, to 30th June, 1901, and since the 
| 1st October, 1876, distinguishing be- 
tween those cases in which the ships 
were found safe or unsafe (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 303)}). 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners and modified and con- 


firmed by the Board of Trade— 


I. Authorising the construction of a 
light railway— 
1. Inthe urban district of Barrow- 
ford, in the county palatine of 
Lancaster. 
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Death of the Empress 


2. In the county of Lancaster, 
from Blackpool to Garstang. 

3. In the county of Essex, between 
Chipping Ongar Station on the 
Great Eastern Railway and | 
Great Bardfield. 

4. In the borough of Colne and 

the urban district of Trawden, 

in the county palatine of Lan- 
caster. 

. In the borough of Nelson, in 

the county palatine of Lancaster. 

. In the West Riding of the. 

county of York and in the, 

counties of Nottingham and 

Lincoln, from Tickhill to Haxey. | 

. In the West Riding of the 

county of York, between Wales 

and Laugton-en-le-Morthen. 


ot 


~ 


II]. Amending— 


1. The Great Western Railway | 
(Pewsey and Salisbury) Light | 
Railway Order, 1898, and the 
Pewsey and Salisbury (Devizes 
Branch) Light Railway Order, | 
1898. 

3. The Lizard Light 
Order, 1898. 

3. The Bridlington and North | 
Frodingham Light Railway 
Order, 1898. 


Railway 
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Frederick of Germany. 6 


'papers on, by Dr. R. Bruce Low; with 


an iniroduction by the Medical Officer 
of the Local Government Board. 


RAILWAYS. 

General Report to the Board of Trade 
on the capital, traffic, and expenditure of 
the railway companies of the United 
Kingdom, for the year 1900. 


STATISTICS. 

I. Statistical Abstract for the United 
Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years, 
1886 to 1900.  Forty-eighth 
Number. 


II. Statistical Abstract for the Colonial 
and other Possessions of the United King- 
dom in each of the last fifteen years, 
from 1886 to 1900. Thirty-eighth 
Number. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 


| to lie on the Table. 


FORESHORES. 
Treasury Minute, dated 5th August, 
1901, directing the application of moneys 
received by the Board of Trade in the year 


ended 31st March, 1901, in respect of the 


rights and interests of the Crown in the 


_foreshores of the United Kingdom. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 


Report of the Director to the Board of | 
‘Governors and Guardians, for the year. 
1900. 


ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 


Return for the year ended 31st March, 
1901, of pensions specially granted under 
Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 of the Army | 
Pay Warrant. 


SOUTH AFRICA. | 


1. Report from Brigadier - General | last) 


Dixon on the operations at Vlakfontein | 
on 29th May, 1901. 

2. Army—State of the Volunteer 
Service Companies raised in 1900. 


| 
| 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND) 1877 (RULES). 


Additional rule and schedule made by 


| the Lord Chancellor and the Land Judge. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOUSE OF LORDS (SALARY, PAY, 
PENSION, OR ALLOWANCE). 


Return respecting ; laid before the 


| House (pursuant to Order of 8th March 


; and to be printed. [No. 187.] 


DEATH OF HER IMPERIAL MAJESTY 
THE EMPRESS FREDERICK OF GER- 
MANY. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv LORD 








LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. | PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sais- 

1. Thirtieth Annual Report, 1900- | BuRY): My Lords, I rise to move that an 
1901. | Address of sympathy be presented to His 
2. Supplement containing the report | Majesty on the death of Her Imperial 
of the Medical Officer for 1900-1901. | Majesty the Empress Frederick of Ger- 


3. Bubonie Plague — Reports 


and|many. The history which has given rise 


} 
i 


A 2 








7 Death of the Empress 


to this motion is a pathetic one. When 
the then Princess Royal, afterwards 
German Empress, left these shores in 
1857, there was no person, either of con- 
temporary experience or in_ history, 
before whom a brighter prospect extended 
itself of life and of all those things that 
could make life desirable. She had a 
devoted husband, himself one of the 
noblest characters of his generation, who 
probably centred upon himself more ad- 
miration than any man in his rank or in 
any rank in Europe. She had every 
prospect of becoming the Consort of the 
absolute Emperor of the greatest of the 
Continental Powers. She had every 
hope that she would share fully in his 
illustrious position, and in no small degree 
in the power that he wielded. This was 
before her eyes for nearly thirty years, 
and at the time she had all the enjoy- 
ments which were derived from her own 
great abilities, her own splendid artistic 
talents, and from the power which she 
exercised over the artistic, esthetic, and 
intellectual life of Germany. She occu- 
pied a quite unexampled position. And 
then suddenly came the blow, first on 
her husband. and then on herself, of that 
fell disease which probably is the most 
formidable of all to which flesh is heir. 
Her dream of happiness, and usefulness, 
and glory was almost suddenly cut short. 
The blow which struck her husband 
struck herself in even greater degree ; 
and she felt—she could not fail to feel— 
how deeply she shared in all the disap- 
pointment, all the suffering, which 
attached itself then to his history. And 
as her life went on, after he had been 
Emperor only for a few days, and while 
she was spending her life in retirement, 
necessarily thinking of the past which 
had been taken away from her, her 
health too failed. As she fell under the 
same blow, she passed through years of 
suffering to which the sympathy of all 
who were connected with her or who 
knew of her was richly paid. And after 
these many years have passed, the end 
has come at last. We have every reason 
to sympathise deeply with His Majesty 
and with the German Emperor in the 
terrible loss which they have sustained, 
and for the sad and pathetic history in 
which they have played a part, or, at all 
events, in which they have been sad and 
powerless observers. She was deeply 
valued in this country by those who knew 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


{LORDS} 








‘rederick of Germany. 8: 


(her, and they were very many. Her 


artistic and intellectual charms were, we. 


all know, of no common order, and she 
spread her influence over all who came 
within her reach. Her gradual disap. 


pearance from the scene was watched. 


with the deepest sorrow and sympathy 
by numbers in her own country and this, 
There never was a case where our tender 
of sympathy could be made with more 
(sincerity than in the present instance, 
‘I would that it could be of any practical 
advantage. We have only to assure our 
Sovereign how deeply we feel for the 


sorrow which he has sustained, and to. 
assure also the son of this distinguished. 


lady how fully we sympathise with the 
bereavement which he has undergone. 
We can only do it with the assurance of 
our great sincerity and of our regret that 
to this point this lamentable history 
should have come. 


Moved, ‘That an humble Address 
be presented to His Majesty to express 
the deep concern of this House at the 
great loss which His Majesty has sus- 
tained by the death of His Majesty’s 
sister, Her Majesty the Empress and 
Queen Frederick of Germany and Prussia, 
Princess Royal of Great Britain and 
Ireland, and to condole with His Majesty 
on this melancholy occasion ; and to pray 
His Majesty that he will be graciously 
pleased to express to His Imperial 
Majesty, William, German Emperor, 
King of Prussia, the profound sympathy 
of this House with the Imperial and 
Royal Family ; to assure His Majesty 
that this House will ever feel the warmest 
interest in whatever concerns His 
Majesty's domestic relations, and to 
declare the ardent wishes of this House 
for the happiness of His Majesty and 
His Family.—(The Lord Privy Seal, M. 
Salisbury.) 


*EarRL SPENCER: My Lords, the 
noble Marquess has, with the eloquence 
and the appropriate language which 
always falls from his lips, moved thie 
Address which you have before you. I 
can add nothing to what the noble Mar- 
quess has said ; and yet at the same time 
it is right that those who sit on the 
opposite side of the House should make 
expression on this solemn occasion of 
their views of the motion. It falls to my 

lot as the temporary leader of this side 
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of the House to do so. I wish the task | 
were in better hands. In moments of 
this sort we have first to consider those | 
from whose family a beloved member | 
has been removed; and next it is our 
duty, as far as we can, to record our own | 
estimation of the life and work of the | 
person who has left us. The whole 
nation joins with us in mourning the 
death of this illustrious lady, who, though | 
adopted by marriage into a Royal family | 
abroad, was born a Princess of this land. 
Her Imperial Majesty had no ordinary 
character. Brought up with the greatest 
eare and solicitude by her Royal and 
devoted parents, she early showed and | 
had ever since showed the highest accom- | 
plishments, net only in art, but in| 
literature. She was herself an artist of | 
no small merit, and her power of criticism 
and of influence in art was even of a 
higher order. But in this age which has 
been so remarkable for the enormous | 
number of persons who have joined in | 
endeavouring to alleviate the sufferings 
‘of the human race, whether in peace or | 
war, I will venture to think that no one | 
stands in a higher position than that | 
occupied by the Empress Victoria of | 
Germany. During these wars in which 
her illustrious husband played such a 
splendid part she exerted herself to do all 
that she could to alleviate the sufferings 
of the wounded; and she has ever 
in peace used her endeavours to pro- 
mote the same objects among the 
suffering poor of her country. No one, 
I am sure, will be remembered in future | 
with more affection and devotion on this 
late Majesty. She | 
was always sympathetic and energetic | 
with regard to other matters. There | 
was nothing which stirred her sym- 
pathies and energies more than the | 


which she belonged. She did much in 
that respect in her adopted country. | 
But we cannot consider her life without 
remembering the beautiful simplicity and | 
earnestness of it. She was devoted to | 
duty. Although she suffered intensely, | 
as the noble Marquess has said, during | 
her life, not only when her noble husband 
was afflicted with the terrible disease 
which cut him off, and through whose ill- | 
ness she showed heroic devotion, but | 
through the sad months and even years | 
during which her own malady afilicted | 


-her she showed a patient endurance 
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|always recollect, 
| delightful memories of my life, the charm 


| other. 





Bill. 10 


which, I am sure, will always remain 
an example for mankind. I cannot but 
refer to her great charm in private as well 
as in public life. Itso happened that very 
early in my life, before her Royal High- 
ness was married, I was honoured by 
making her acquaintance. I need 
hardly say that it is only on rare occasions 
that I have had the privilege of con- 
tinuing that acquaintance but even 
within the last few years I have from 


| time to time seen Her Majesty, and I shall 


as one of the most 
and interest of her conversation. I do 
not wish to say more about this illus- 
trious lady. This is the third occasion 
within thirteen months on which we have 
had to approach His Majesty the King to 


'condole with him on a grievous loss in his 


family. Brother, mother, sister, to all of 
whom he was devoted, have been taken 
from that family circle where we know 
all the members are devoted to each 
We cannot find often in human 
life such frequent sorrows in such a short 
time. We give our earnest and warmest 
sympathy to His Majesty in the sorrow 
which has now befallen him. The whole 


_of the nation, I am sure, will join with us 


in doing so; and I am quite sure that we 
shall also rejoice that in this address we 
approach His Imperial Majesty the 
German Emperor, who has just lost his 
illustrious mother. Not only do we 


‘admire him in the great position which 
| he holds at the head of the German nation, 


but we always shall remember with 
deep gratitude the affection and attention 
that he showed during those sad days 
which preceded the death of our Queen. 
We therefore join heartily in the Address 
which the noble Marquess has moved, 
and which I have the greatest pleasure 
in seconding. 

On Question, agreed to, nemine dis- 
sentiente. Ordered that the said Ad- 
dress be presented to His Majesty by the 
Lords with the White Staves. 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


LOAN BILL. 
Read 2% (according to Order): Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3 
to-morrow. 











11 Protection of Wild {LORDS} 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1881. | formation—they were not in a position to 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN: My |give the information, the request for 
Lords, in rising to move for the Return | which he has kindly omitted from the 
standing in my name, I will not go/|formof the Return. As to the recording 
into the questions at issue or give the | of such information in future, I have no 
reasons which have induced me to ask |doubt the Land Commission will read 
for the Return. In consequence of an | the remarks of my noble friend, and give 
alteration made in the form of the Return | them fair consideration. 
at the request of the noble and learned 
Lord the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, I 
think it better to postpone my remarks 
until a future occasion. I can only IRISH LAND COMMISSION-—WALKER: 
express the very deep regret I feel that y. LORD GOSFORD. 
in spite of the fact that the Fry Com-| Viscousr TEMPLETOWN : I beg to 
mission laid great stress on the question ask His Majesty's Government whether 


of fixing true value, the records have not ithe Irish Land Commission can see their: 


been kept sufficiently well to allow of all | . 
the fanentan cor es which I placed | vie ences down ys a yrs 
* amnion = ‘ /next sittings in Armagh or Dublin 

she Fer bang epi and! hoe (whichever sal be td) the ee 
SR aan a ; John M. Walker (tenant) and the Ear 
are a — ded a “age | of Gosford (landlord), so that there may 
o be a decision without further delay upon 


the Land Commission as shall give that | . . 
sas 2 : Pad t estions of general appli- 
information to those interested which the important questions of g PE 


; _ . cation which were raised in that case by 
it og the most elementary right to [the judgment delivered by Mr. W. F. 
sit haa Bailey, Legal Assistant Commissioner, 
: _at Portadown, on 12th February, 1900, 

sobteic Moves wr scin be laid before the | as reported in the Daily Express (Dublin) 
House a Return giving (as far as possible) | + a 
, e aa -- of 17th February, 1900. 
the following particulars of each case in | . 


— the “ true value” of the tenancy | *Lorp ASHBOURNE: I quite recog- 
has been ascertained by the court under | nise the significance and importance 


the provisions of Section 1 (3) of the | of the questions involved, for my noble 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881 -—(1) | grionds the Duke of Abercorn, Lord 
Names ot Assistant Commissioners (Or | Clonbrock, and others have gone fully 
Land Commissioners) by whom each | into them in previous debates this session. 
plier yg decided ; (2) record number | This is a matter which the Land Com- 
(if any) ; (3) date of order ; (4) name of | mission must decide. I have no right 
poomarely (5) name of landlord; (6) | to offer any opinion, but if an application 
county; (7) townland; (8) extent ae made to the Land Commission, 
holding (statute measure) ; (9) rent when | pointing out the great importance of the 


order was made ; é a uct . . 
order was made ; (10) amount of true | ose, it is possible that they would, if 


50 Tamara “- a 
_ fixed.—(The Viscount Temple reasonably in their power, consent to. 
o ‘take it out of its order. 


On Question, agreed to. 
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*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- | 


LAND (Lord AsHBournr): My Lords, 
I am glad that my noble friend modified 


the form of the Return for which he has | 


moved. When I saw the motion on the 
Paper I had a conversation with the 
noble Viscount, and I explained to him 
that the holidays of the Land Commission, 
as well as of other bodies, had now com- 
menced, and that therefore the informa- 


tion was very difficult to obtain. ‘As | 


far as I could ascertain—and I was most 


anxious to give the fullest possible in- | my noble friend asked the Irish Govern- 


PROTECTION OF WILD BIRDS IN j 
IRELAND. 

Tue Eart or MAYO: I beg to ask 
‘the noble and learned Lord, the Lord 
| Chancellor of Ireland, whether direc- 
‘tions will be given to the Royal Irish 
Constabulary to enforce the existing laws 
relating to the protection of wild birds 
‘in Ireland. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: In July, 1899,. 
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13 Private Biil 


ment for information with reference to the 

rotection of wild birds, and he was then 
told that the constabulary were specially 
and fully instructed by general circular 
in May, 1899, to enforce the Wild Birds 
Protection Acts. I believe that has 
been loyally carried out. I have endeav- 
oured, since the question was put upon 
the Paper, to find how the matter stands. 
Since the issue of the circular six prosecu- 
tions have been instituted by the police 
for breaches of the Acts, and convictions 
were obtained in all those cases. That, 
however, is not all that has been done, 
for during the same period 211 warnings 
have been given to first offenders through- 
out the country in the terms of the 
circular. 


GUN LICENCES IN IRELAND. 


THe Eari or MAYO: I also beg to 
ask whether directions will be given to 
the Royal Irish Constabulary to enforce 
the existing laws as prescribed by the 
Gun Licence Act, 1870, which provides 
(Section 3), that every person who uses 
or carries a gun shall pay for it, for a 
licence, the sum of 10s. The matter is an 
important one in Ireland, for any officer 
may ask for the production of a licence. 
Breaches of the Act of 1870 are a daily 
occurrence, and take place under the 
eyes of the constabulary. A satisfactory 
answer to the question would be most 
important, because under a 10s. licence 
a great many people in Ireland imagine 
that they have a free right to go all over 
the country and shoot game. 


LorpD ASHBOURNE: I am not sure 
that my noble friend’s question is 
addressed with precision to the point he 
has in view. I have tried to get all 
the information available, and I have 
been told that the constabulary are 
directed to co-operate with the officers 
of Inland Revenue in the enforcement 
of the Gun Licence Act of 1870. So far 
as T am aware there has been no failure 
of duty on their part in respect to the 
enforcement of either of the Acts. 


Tne Eart or MAYO remarked that 
the excise officers were so occupied 
with the spirit duties that they had no 
time to enforce this Act. 
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Business. 14 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
12; to be printed; and to be read 2¢ 
on Monday next. (The Lord Balfour.) 
(No. 189.) 


House adjcurned at Five of the 
clock, till to-morrow, Three of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 8th August, 1901. 


—_—— 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Order read for consideration of Lords’ 
Amendments. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
object. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
May I point out that this is purely a 
verbal alteration which it is proposed to 





make. We only propose to omit the 
words ‘ City and.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I want to have 
a guarantee from the Secretary to the 
Treasury that mixed trains shall not be 


/run on this line to the detriment of the 


public service. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
would not be entitled to raise that 
question on the Lords’ Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: At any rate, I 
think it would be safer to put the Bill 
down for to-morrow. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
to-morrow. 


ALDEBURGH ee WATER 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 


Lords’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 





15 Private Bill 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, —TOWCES- 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT- 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. 


SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


LEL£VS CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
_.~nendments. 


LZEDS CORPORATION 

[Lords]. 

King’s consent signified; Bill read the 

third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


WATER BILL 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords). 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 

King’s consent and Duke of Corn- 
wall’s consent signified; Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


HARROGATE CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


BILL 


RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


GREENOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


{UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PRo- 
CEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.] 


Read the third time and passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
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Business. 16 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
(RE-COMMITTED) BILL [Lords]. 

Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, 
Mr. Emmott, Sir John Gorst, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Mr. Arthur Morton, 
Mr. Platt-Higgins, and Sir Francis 
Powell nominated Members of the Select 
Committee on the Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That such of the Petitioners 
as pray to be heard by themselves, their 
Counsel, Agent, or Witnesses be heard. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.” 








—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
Having regard to the extreme urgency 
of this matter, will it be possible for the 
Committee to meet to-morrow morning 4 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge},University) : Yes, Sir, it is 
proposed to meet to-morrow. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will its action 
be confined to the Stepney site ? 


Sr J. GORST: The reference is 
perfectly general. While I have no 
power to pledge the Committee in any 
way, I shall endeavour to confine the 
deliberations of the Committee to the 
question of site as raised by the Stepney 
Borough Council. 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without amendment; Re 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. Bill to be read the third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Edinburgh 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, 
Stirling Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill, Kilmarnock Corporation Order 
Confirmation Bill, without amendment. 





| Ments to Easton and Church Hope 


That they have agreed to, Amend- 
ment to Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords]. 


That they have agreed to, Amend- 





7 


Rail 
Midc 
Sout 
and 

side 

{Lor 
Cork 
Bill 


‘SAL! 


Pe 
ke u 


16 


ONAL 
XDON) 
cawen, 
>» Mr, 
orton, 
‘rancig 
Select 
Board 


mndon) 


loners 
, their 
ard. 


have 
3, and 


rum.” 


,N.): 
gency 
or the 
ning } 
‘THE 


rORST, 
it is 


ction 


ce is 
ye no 
1 any 
e the 
0 the 
spney 


ds]. 
» Re 
to be 
me. 


urgh 
Bill, 
rma- 
)rder 
ent. 


.end- 


end- 
Tope 








and Trawden Light Railways Order, 


17 Returns, 


Railway Bill [Lords]; Heywood and 
Middleton Water Board Bill [Lords]; 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [Lords] ; Tyne- 
side Tramways and Tramroads Bill 
{Lords]; Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]; 
Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway 
Bill [Lords]: without amendment. 





PETITION. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Blaby, in favour ; to 
le upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the county of Lancaster, 
from Blackpool to Garstang (Blackpool 
and Garstang Light Railway Order, 
oti [by Command] ; to lie upon the 

able. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the borough of Nelson, 
in the County Palatine of Lancaster 
(Nelson Light Railways Order, 1901) 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
a Light Railway in the urban district of 
Barrowford, in the County Palatine of 
Lancaster (Barrowford Light Railway 
‘Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the borough of Colne 
and the urban district of Trawden, in 
the County Palatine of Lancaster (Colne 
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Reports, &c. 18 


1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the county of Essex between 
Chipping Ongar Station on the Great 
Eastern Railway and Great Bardfield 
(Central Essex Light Railway Order, 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898 
(Lizard Light Railway (Extension of 
Time) Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the West Riding of the 
county of York between Wales and 
Laughton-en-le-Morthen (Wales and 
Laughton Light Railway Order, 1901) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


>» Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the West Riding of the county 
of York and in the counties of Notting- 
ham and Lincoln from Tickhill to Haxey 
(Tickhill Light Railway Order, 1901) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Bridlington and North Frodingham 
Light Railway Order, 1898 (Bridlington 
and North Frodingham Light Railway 
(Extension of Time) Order, 1901) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Great Western Railway (Pewsey and 
Salisbury) Light Railway Order, 1898, 
and the Pewsey and Salisbury (Devizes 
Branch) Light Railway Order, 1898 
(Pewsey and Salisbury Light Railway 
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(Extension of Time) Order, 1901) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, &c. 20 


Copy presented, of Supplement of the 
Thirtieth Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board, 1900-1901, con- 
taining the Report of the Medical Officer 
for 1900-1901 [by Command]; to lie. 
upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS (GENERAL REPORT). 


Copy presented, of General Report to 
the Board of Trade on the Capital, Traffic, | 
and Expenditure of the Railway Com-| Copy presented, of Reports and Papers 
panies of the United Kingdom for the | on Bubonic Plague, by Dr. R. Bruce 
year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon | Low, with an Introduction by the Medical 
the Table. | Officer of the Local Government Board 

| [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED 
<inGDOM. NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract; Copy presented, of Report of the 
for the United Kingdom in each of the Director of the National Gallery of Ire- 
last fifteen years from 1886 to 1900,|land to the Board of Governors and 


Forty-eighth Number [by Command] ; Guardians for the year 1900 [by Com- 


to lie upon the Table. | 
STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (COLONIES). | 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 
for the Colonial and other Possessions 
of the United Kingdom in each of the 
last fifteen years from 1886 to 1900, 
Thirty-eighth Number [by Command] ; | 
to lie upon the Table. | 


| 
| 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894 
(VESSELS DETAINED). 
Copy presented, of Return of all Ships | 
ordered by the Board of Trade, or its 
Officers, to be provisionally detained as 
unsafe, together with Summaries, etc. 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


BOILER EXPLOSIONS ACTS, 1882 AND 
1890. 


Copy presented, of Report to the Secre- 
tary of the Board of Trade upon the 
working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 
1882 and 1890, with Appendices (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
[C. 302] [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LAND REGISTRY. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 24th May ; Mr. H. D. Greene]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 315.] 


FORESHORES. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


‘dated 5th August, 1901, directing the 
application of moneys received by the 
| Board of Trade in the year ended 31st 


March, 1901, in respect of the rights and 
interests of the Crown in the Foreshores 
of the United Kingdom [by Act]; to lie 


upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to the Prolongation of Hostilities 
in South Africa [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NAVY (COURTS-MARTIAL). 
Copy presented, of Return of the 


_number of Courts Martial held and Sum- 


mary Punishments inflicted during the 


'year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND ROAD). 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
[ordered 8th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[ No. 314.] | 


| 
| 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 


Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board, | 
1900-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon | 
the Table. | 





| the Table. 


NAVY (HEALTH). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Report 
of the Health of the Navy for the year 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 316.] 


NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


Account presented, of Deposits in 
Naval Savings Banks, and the payment 
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9] Questions. 


thereof, and the interest thereon, etc., 
during the financial year 1899-1900 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to 
be printed. [No. 317.] 


NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 
Account presented, showing the Re- 


ceipt and Expenditure of Naval Prize, | 


Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys 
between the Ist April, 1900, and 31st 
March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 


{8 Aueust 1901} 





Questions. 22 


| panies at the date of the last Return, and 
|whether still in operation or being 
| wound up ; 

| “Of the total number having their 
| registered offices in the City of London, 
|or within five miles of the General Post 
| Office ; 

‘And of the total number and the 
| paid-up capital of all registered Com- 
| panies which are believed to be carrying 
on business at the present time.”—(Mr. 








Table, and to be printed. [No. 318.] | Gerald Balfour.) 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE)! SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (DIVISIONS 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877 (RULES). AND QUESTIONS). 

Copy presented, of an Additional Rule’ Return ordered, “ showing for the 
and Schedule made by the Lord (han-| years 1888-1901 the total number of 
cellor and the Land Judge [by Act]; to) Days on which the House sat, with the 
lie upon the Table. | date of the first and last sitting in each 

| Session; the total number of hours 

SOUTH AFRICA. |during which the House sat after mid- 

nted. of State of the Volun-| Bight in each Session ; the total number 
999 of Divisions in each Session ; and the 
'total number of Questions which ap- 
|peared on the Notice Paper in each 

Copy presented, of Report from Session (in continuation of Parliamen- 
Brigadier-General Dixon on the Opera- | tary Paper, No. 0.131, of Session 1887).” 
tions at Vlakfontein on 29th May, 1901 | —(Mr. Loder.) 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | 


Copy prese 
teer Service Companies raised in 1 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
BRITISH SHIPS (DESERTION OF SEA- | lia cla tciaa 

MEN ABROAD). | 
Return ordered, “ showing the number SOUTH AFRICA—ARAB LABOUR FOR 

of Desertions and Failures to Join in) RHODESIA. 

various parts of the World, compiled from | *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
Articles of Agreement which terminated | shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
inthe years 1898, 1899, and 1900 respec-| Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
tively." —(Mr. Hain.) | Affairs whether, as stated by the 
| Administrator of Rhodesia at the opening 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. of the Legislative Council at Salisbury, 
| His Majesty’s Government have given 


e 
de y i: ° f ° 
espana ord Np ‘| of ed ar ie ob | their sanction to the attempt now being 
page “a seal He i —_ Ke nese? se | made to obtain labour from Arabia ; at 
as conducted, cate of registration, | what date such sanction was given, and 
number of persons who signed the 


cai ‘ Meniiakian ental | by what stipulations on the part of the 
En OF Sn, ae BEE) Govermment the sanction has been 
ber of shares taken up by such 


, : ‘ , | accompanied. 

subscribers, nominal capital, number of 

shares into which it is divided, number | *THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
of shares taken up, amount of calls made | INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
on each share, and the total amount of Ealing): The authorities at Aden were 
calls received, of all Joint Stock Com-j| asked on the 29th of June to afford 
panies formed since the Ist day of| proper facilities for engaging Arab 
January, 1900, to the 31st day of | labourers for Southern Rhodesia. His 
December, 1900, inclusive, distinguish- | Majesty's Government have stipulated 
ing whether the Companies are limited | that the Administration of Southern 
or unlimited, and also the number of | Rhodesia shall accept responsibility for 
shareholders in each of the said Com- | the engagement of the labourers and 








25 Questions. 


their transport to Southern Rhodesia, 
and shall secure the enactment of legis- 
lation for their protection which shall 
satisfy the requirements of His Majesty’s 
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Questions. 24 


« 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Indian 
Government has no representative in 
Rhodesia, but I believe it is well known 
that these Arabs will not work unless 





Government. they are well treated; and, therefore, 
you have in that fact a guarantee for their 
*Str CHARLES DILKE: Will these| good treatment which does not exist 
labourers be obtained within the Aden| where weaker races are concerned. 
district or from Southern Arabia in 
Turkish Territory ? Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): May I ask the noble 
*Lorpv G. HAMILTON: We have no| Lord whether the legislation in South 
authority whatever over the population Rhodesia of which he spoke will be en- 
outside the British protectorate. acted before these men arrive or after ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask| *“Lorpv G. HAMILTON: The under- 
the Seeretary of State for India whether, standing is that the legislation shall be 
as stated at the general meeting of the | im force by the time they arrive. 
Buluwayo Chamber of Mines, an official 
of the British South Africa Company 
has been at Aden with a view to obtaining IMMIGRANT LABOUR. 

Arab labour at that place, and whether; Sip WILLIAM HARCOURT: I beg 
the Indian Government have made any | to ask the Secretary of State for the 
of the stipulations with regard to the| Colonies whether the introduction into 
labour weg eg — gorge oo Rhodesia of persons of colour as immi- 
are in the habit of making with regar ants irpose of labour are 
to labour traffic from India ; whether Mr. Seid hs aeotiaeae sates to those 
Hole has already engaged 1,000 labourers | contained in the Trinidad Ordinance 


under the sanction of the Imperial} }aid upon the Table of this House relat- 
authorities. ing to ‘Immigrants introduced at 
: \ : | private expense’ (Acts 37-57) which 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The law | permit such introductions only on order 
governing emigration at Aden is the} by the Governor and making the con- 
same as the law in India, but does not | tract of service dependent on the approval 
apply to Arabs from the interior, who of protector and proof that the parties 
are not British subjects. In the present | entered in the contract voluntarily and 
case, therefore, I have satisfied myself | with full knowledge of its meaning; 
i the © pree-samege Pg oy | 9 also whether sae aige ge have 
odesia will introduce suitable legisia- | the protection secured to them equiva- 
tion for the protection of Arab ialbannees, | lent a those provided in the pores 
and I have authorised the Aden autho- | Ordinance in respect to labour and 
rities to give such facilities to the com-| wages (Part VIII.); and whether he 
pany’s official as may be proper. They | will lay upon the Table the Regulations 
at also at that the pore fully | in- force in Rhodesia relating to labour, 
understand the terms of their engage-| whether of natives or of immigrants. 
ments, and are under no compulsion to r 
accept them. I have not heard what| THe SECRETARY oF STATE ror 
number of labourers Mr. Hole has en-| THE COLONIES (Mr. J.  CHAMBER- 
gaged. I am aware of the risks to which | LAIN, Birmingham, W.): Up to the 
any experiment of this kind is liable, and | present time there has been practically 
the Aden authorities will watch it care-| no introduction of coloured labour from 
‘fully. over-sea, but with a view to providing 
| for such introduction an Ordinance has 
been passed within the last month by 
the Southern Rhodesia Legislative Coun- 
‘cil. I understand that this Ordinance 


REGULATION OF NATIVE AND 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Have the 
‘Government of India any representative 
in Rhodesia who will communicate with 





them, or will the Colonial Office represent | makes provision for the appointment of 4 
<them ? 


| Protector of Immigrants, and for securing 
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in other ways the proper treatment of| if so, is it proposed to buy land and aid 
immigrants, but the actual text has not | by Government funds men of small capi- 
yet reached me. The labour of natives | tal and little or no experience of farming 
and immigrants in Southern Rhodesia | to settle as farmers in South Africa. 

has hitherto been regulated by the Cape | 

law of master and servant, and I under-| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: As I have 
stand that an Ordinance codifying that | already indicated, I am not prepared 
law has been passed by the Legislative | to make any further statement on the 
Council at their recent session. A copy | subject at present, but Lord Milner will 
will be laid on the Table when it is| report fully on the matter as soon as 
received. | possible after his arrival. 


| Mr. LAMBERT: Will the scheme 


ips no sicernonyengl — ' come before the House before any money 
Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : | j, expended ? 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies whether he will consider the! Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No,Sir. A 
advisability of making provision that | Vote has been taken. 
on the return of refugee owners of house | 
property to Johannesburg they should goy7H AFRICAN WAR — GENERAL 
not be liable for payments in respect of! KRUITZINGER’S THREAT AGAINST 
rent, rates, and consumption of water| THE NATIVES. 
for the period of time during which,; Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
in their absence, their houses have been | dee) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
occupied by the Boers. ‘for War if he will lay upon the Table a 
‘copy of the instructions forwarded by 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The the Government to Lord Kitchener 
position of refugee owners of house | for communication to General Kruit- 
property in Johannesburg has been | zinger. 
under the consideration of His Majesty’s | es ' se 
Government, and it is possible thatfurther| THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ied 
legislation may be necessary. I am, THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
however, advised that lessees of houses | Lancashire, W esthoughton) : The instruc- 
who were driven out when the war broke | tions to Lord Kitchener were contained 


out would under the Roman Dutch | in 4 telegram which ran as follows— 
Common Law, and also under a’procla-| “Acts —— sna oi racer ——— 
aAhaes: tie A Sia he | gtams of the Ist August which Kruitzinger 
ee ae t gaa a of ves | threatened, and which have been committed 
ar by the iate Fresident, be exempted | as stated therein, are contrary to the usages 
from the payment of rent for the whole of civilised warfare. All persons therefore 
of the period during which they were | authorising or committing them should, if 


i . , . | captured, immediately be brought to trial, and 
deprived of the beneficial occupation of | tng penalty of death should be inflicted on 
the property leased. Proclamations have | them if they are found guilty. This decision 
been issued to facilitate the recovery of | may be communicated by General French to 


° e | ” 
furniture, ete., which has been removed, | the Boer leaders. 


and for the trial of actions for recovery of | Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : May 


money paid for water rates. The ques- | Soe aah h h ‘ 
tion of rates is one on which I have not | + #S& Whether we can have the message 


full information, and I will make further | from General Kruitzinger which brought 
inquiry. forth this instruction ? 


s Lorp STANLEY: The only message 
LAND SETTLEMENT IN SOULH AFRICA. | we have is the one received from Lord 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South| Kitchener and published in Lord 
Molton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | Kitchener’s telegram, in which he gave 
State for the Colonies whether the pro-| the facts of the case. 
posed expenditure of £500,000 on land 
settlement in South Africa will proceed! Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : What 
on the lines laid down in the Report | I mean is the message from Kruitzinger - 
of the Land Settlement Commission ;| himself. 
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Lorp STANLEY : I will consider that. 


FUTURE CONDUCT OF THE CAMPAIGN. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is intended in the future con- 
duct of the campaign to discriminate 
between large and small bodies of the 
enemy, and whether the latter are to be 
denied belligerent rights. 


Lorp STANLEY : The future conduct 
of the campaign must be left to Lord 
Kitchener, who will no doubt be guided 
by whether the enemy act as belligerents 
or contrary to the usages of war, irre- 
spective of the numbers that may be 
fighting against us at any one time or 
place. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
noble Lord, consistently with the state- 
ment he has just made, withdraw the 
telegram of instructions which has just 
been sent, controlling Lord Kitchener’s 
action in this matter ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; because I 
hold that what Kruitzinger threatened 
was contrary to the usages of war. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is it 
understood, then, that in this matter Lord 
Kitchener is acting under the direct 
orders of His Majesty's Government 
from home ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; Lord 
Kitchener in his telegram mentions the 
whole facts of the case, and he would 
naturally rely to some extent on the 
advice he got from home, but he certainly 
would act entirely on his own initiative. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, W.) : Has a date 
yet been fixed for Lord Kitchener’s 
return ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


VLAKFONTEIN. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Finan- 
‘cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
General Dixon’s despatch, giving an 
account of the battle of Vlakfontein, has 
yet been received ; if so, whether he will 
lay it upon the Table, together with the 
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full details which he is to communicate 
to the House in reference to that battle ; 
whether he will also communicate to the 
House the sworn evidence as to killing 
of British wounded, promised in Lord 
Kitchener’s despatch ; and whether an 
reply has been received from General 
Delarey to the communication which 
Lord Kitchener addressed to him in 
reference to the alleged killing of British 
wounded at Vlakfontein. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. The de. 
spatch will be laid immediately. Ip 
answer to the second paragraph, we have 
not yet received the sworn evidence. The 
answer to the third paragraph is “ No,” 


TRIAL OF REBELS—COETZEE’S CASE, 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon. 
shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that a man named Coetzee was, on the 
24th of June last, tried at Dordrecht 
by a Military Court, composed of a Liev- 
tenant-Colonel of the Royal Irish Regi 
ment and a Colonial Major and Lieu- 
tenant, on a charge of murder and high 
treason ; that the evidence disclosed that 
a Boer picket had been surprised by 
Colonel Scobell’s column on the 6th of 
June, and that two men, of whom the 
prisoner was one, were found with rifles 
and ammunition in a_ neighbouring 
donga, from which the witness thought 
shots were being fired ; and that on this 
evidence against Coetzee, and the evidence 
of another witness, he was certain 
the prisoners were the sons of a British 
subject, Coetzee was convicted and exe- 
cuted ; and whether, in view of the feel- 
ing among our Dutch fellow-subjects 
caused by military executions of this kind, 
he will direct that captured Boer soldiers 
who are alleged to be British subjects 
shall be reserved for trial by the ordinary 
courts. 


Lorp STANLEY : I have no informa- 
tion concerning the first part of the ques 
tion. In reply to the second part, it is 
impracticable to try men taken in arms 
against us by ordinary courts. 


EXECUTION OF REBELS — COMPUL- 
SORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS, 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
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has obtained information from South 
Africa, and if he can communicate to the 
House what were the exceptional circum- 
stances connected with the compulsion 
of British colonists to witness the exe- 
eution of their countrymen at Dor- 


drecht ; who gave the order for such | 


compulsion ; if it was sanctioned by the 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa, 
and, if not, whether the officer respon- 
sible for it has been punished ; - and 


whether these colonists were convicted | 


¢riminals or prisoners; under what 
penalty did they attend, and what object 
was gained by such compulsion. 


Lorp STANLEY: The report has not 


yet arrived. 


Mr. PIRIE: Will the report arrive 
before the end of the session ? 


Lorp STANLEY: It is quite impos- 


sible for me to say when it will arrive. 


Mr. PIRIE: On what date did you 


wire for the information ? 
Lorp STANLEY: I cannot say. 


Mr. PIRIE rose to put a further 
question— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


*Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he has any official information | 


to the effect that several of the leading 
inhabitants of Cradock have been de- 
ported for refusing to obey the order to 
attend the execution of Johannes Petrus 
Coetzee ; and, if so, by whose order was 
the deportation carried out. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
8.): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
all male adults in the township of Cra- 
dock were summoned by a public notice, 
headed by the title Martial Law, by 
Major C. C. Wiseman Clarke, Com- 
mandant Cradock District, to attend in 
the market square on the morning of 
Friday, 12th July, at a quarter to eleven, 
to*witness the promulgation of the 
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sentence of death on Johannes Petrus 
Coetzee for high treason, and that the 
notice enjoined all places of business to 
be closed from half-past ten till after the 
p omulgation of the sentence, and 
whether this notice had the sanction, 
either previous or subsequent, of Lord 
Kitchener. 


LorpD STANLEY: In reply to these 
questions, I have no information on this 
subject. 





| *Mr. LEAMY: Will the noble Lord 
| ascertain if there is any truth in this 
| serious allegation that a number of men 
_ have been deported for refusing to witness 
| an execution ? 

| 


| Lorp STANLEY: I understand we 
|are to have a full report, and until that 
|arrives it is impossible for me to say 
anything. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Is it not the fact that after the 
Dordrecht case orders were given that 
people should not be compelled to witness 
these executions ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question on the 
Papers 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
the report be received before the proroga- 
tion of Parliament ? ; 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
barbarous ! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
noble Lord any doubt that the proclama- 
tion was issued at Cradock? I have a 
copy of it here. It is a most atrocious 
thing, and yet the War Office have no 
information. 


It is 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask whether, pend- 
ing the information being given to this 
House, this black practice will continue 
in South Africa ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Such 
a question would not be put on the Paper. 


Mr. PIRIE: Well, will the practice 
go on? 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Would I be | Lorp STANLEY: My attention has: 
in order in handing a copy of the pro- | been drawn to this man’s case, and I] 
clamation to the noble Lord ? age ms ges ? be made by cable as 

ito t trut f his stat js 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | received the iieehn Sa Shave 


. | 
can do that privately. | “Burney enlisted Durban 30th January, 
oy Banal acting — sergeant-major,, 
=~ to ranks by district court-martial, 

MILITARY OPERATIONS AT ask eins Gen ta eel 
y : ; spital some time, and 
WATERKLOOF . | discharged the service 17th May ; was arrested, 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | by civil power 18th May, and fined for 
W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | ge rg is ak ioe at ee i: 
for War whether the military authorities | Standard Rusk of South Africa ; officer Hag 
hae found it necessary to clear Water- | manding Prince of Wales’s Light Horse knows 


> 1 i habitants, and whet her over ] nothing about him as he never joined the 
Kloof of its in a corps in the field ; no trace of his name in any 


forty families have been sent to safe | Natal irregular eoeps; he has made no spelt 
farms ; can he state what is meant by | eation for passage out of South Africa, conse- 
‘ safe farms ” ; whether they are prison | quently, as far as military is concerned, he is. 
camps, and how far they are from | still in Suuth Atrica.” 
Waterkloof. I do not wish to be out of | 
order, but I notice that portion of my | 
question as to whether Waterkloof is in | 


Cape Colony has been cut out. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS— 
REWARDS rOR WAR SERVICES. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
’ : ; ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not usual to| Office whether he is aware that, though 
admit questions asking for information| Roman Catholic chaplains have dis- 
which could be obtained from any map. | tinguished themselves during the war 
The matter, however, is not important, jn South Africa by their conduct in 
and I dare say had it been submitted to | attending to the sick and wounded on the 
me I should have left it in the question. | geld of battle, no mention of this fact 
er _ | is made in the despatches from the seat 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I hope the of war, and if he can state the reason of 
clerks at the Table will note that. ‘this omission. 


' LoRD STANLEY : I have no official | Lorp STANLEY : One Roman Catholic 
information to enable me to reply to the | chaplain has already been mentioned 
question. and rewarded, and further names have 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: When is_ been received since the publication of 
the noble Lord likely to have the informa- | the last honours and are under considers- 
tion. if indeed he ever gets any at all 2 | tion. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It’s a case | Mr. DALY: What was the nature of 


. . . | Iv ? 
‘ where ignorance is bliss——’”’ | the reward given ! 


| Lorp STANLEY : I cannot say with- 
COLENSO—SERGEANT-MAJOR | out notice, but probably it was promotion 
BURNEY’S CLAIM. jfrom one grade to another. I cannot 
Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): | say definitely, however. 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to | 
the War Office whether his attention | 
has been drawn to the case of Sergeant- | MOUNTED INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS. 
Major Burney, Prince of Wales’s Light | Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Horse, who claims that he was one of the | Central): I beg to ask the Financial 
men who tried to rescue Captain Roberts | Secretary to the War Office if, having 
at Colenso, and who states that he is| regard to the continuance of the war in 
owed £145 by the War Office, for which | South Africa, and the possibility of more 
he has made repeated applications, but | mounted Volunteers being required, 
has not yet received a penny ; and what | the Secretary of State will allow the 
action it is proposed to take in the mounted infantry companies formed by 
matter. ‘certain Volunteer corps at the instance of 
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the military authorities to remain until | 


the expiration of their present engage- | 
ment in 1904 upon the regulations as 
to capitation grant and_ allowances 
promulgated last September, bearing in 
mind that these companies do not com- 
pete with the new Imperial Yeomanry, 
being drawn for the most part from a 
different class. 


Lorp STANLEY: Will my _ hon. 
friend kindly refer to my reply to a ques- | 
tion put on this subject by my hon. 
friend the Member for Kilmarnock | 
Burghs on Tuesday last.7 
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Lorp STANLEY: My hon. friend is 


| perfectly correct. The Yeomanry who 
have come back are time-expired men, 
and the unit to which they belong is 
still out in South Africa. The pay 
sheets, therefore, contain the names not 
only of the men still out there, but of all 
the men who have come home, and until 
the pay sheets are properly checked in 
South Africa and sent back it is im- 
,possible for the officers commanding 
companies properly to render the pay 
sheets. We are expediting matters in 
every way possible, and meanwhile we are 
trying to alleviate matters by giving 


| the men four-fifths of what is held to be 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY AND 
FURLOUGH. 

CapTaIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can announce the date on 
which the Fife and Forfar Yeomanry,who 
recently returned from South Africa, will , 
receive the pay due to them and their 
formal discharges ; and whether he can 
state what length of furlough will be 
given to the men who have served for 
over a year in South Africa; and 
whether he will consider the advisability | 
of paying the men up to the day when 
they are actually discharged and able | 
to resume civil employment. 


Lorp STANLEY: The men of this 
company were discharged seven days 
after arrival, having been granted the 


usual seven days furlough after dis- | 
embarkation. They have “been paid in 
accordance with general instructions 


an interim payment of four-fifths of the | 
sum apparently due tothem. They will 
receive all pay due to them as soon as 
ever the pay sheets are rendered. | 

Mr. BROMLEY - DAVENPORT | 
(Cheshire, Macclesfield): As the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office appears 
to throw responsibility for the payment 
or non-payment of the Imperial Yeomen 
on the officers commanding companies, 
may I ask him whether it is not almost 
impossible for officers to pay finally their | 
men in this country until the pay sheets | 
which are necessarily with the unit in 
South Africa, have been passed by the 
paymaster there ? | 
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| due to them. 


CURRAGH CONTRACTS. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether the 
contract for beer, stout, and Irish 


| whisky to supply the troops in the Cur- 
|ragh district has been given to the 


Burton Brewery Company ; and, if so, 
can he say what opportunity has been 
given Irish firms to compete, and for 
what term the present contract has been 


| taken. 


Lorp STANLEY: 


I am not aware 


that the contract has been so placed, but 
the matter is entirely one for the general 
officer commanding the district. 


Mr. DELANY: Will the noble Lord 


inquire 4 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 


| MILITARY EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 


Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he will cause inquiries to be 
‘made as to whether Kaffirs in South 
Africa have been armed by the British 
to such an extent that there is scarcely 
a camp in South Africa where a few 
natives with well-filled bandoliers may 
not be seen, and whether he will inquire 
whether most of the British columns 
/are now accompanied by armed native 
| scouts. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I have 


no official information to this effect. It 


B 
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would be contrary to all orders issued on { 


were armed 
At the same 
with Lord 


the subject if natives 
for offensive purposes. 
time I will communicate 
Kitchener on the subject. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will the 
noble Lord also communicate the answer 
to the Colonial Secretary ? 


[No reply was made. | 


COLOURED MEN WITH THE BRITISH | 


ARMY. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): ! 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the number of 
coloured men employed in and about 
the British Army in the war in South 
Africa 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no in- 
formation to enable me to give the num- 
bers. No such record could possibly be 
kept. 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ 
ALLOWANCES. 

CoLonEL LEGGE (St. George's, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can explain why 
the outfit allowance for an officer of the 
Reserve recalled to service is the same 
as that for an officer promoted from the 
ranks in the infantry, but £50 less in the 
ease of the cavalry, although a cavalry 
outfit is more expensive than an infantry 
one. 

Lorp STANLEY: I do not think I 
ean add anything to my reply to a 
question put by my hon. and gallant 
friend on this subject on the 2nd instant.t 


OUTFIT 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ SENIORITY RANK. 

CoLoneL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for State for War if he can 
explain why officers joining a regiment 
or corps on exchange or from half-pay 
are allowed to retain their Army seniority, 
whereas officers recalled from the Reserve 
are deprived of theirs. 


Lorp STANLEY: A Reserve officer | 


has no rank until he is recalled to duty. 
A regimental officer takes rank in his 


+ See preceding volume, page 1033. 
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regiment or corps from the date of 
‘appointment to it. If his Army rank 
bears a different date to his regimental 
rank, he carries his Army rank date, for 
purposes of precedence and command, 
only when serving together with officers 
of other corps. 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ PAY. 


CoLtonEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can say 
why officers of the Reserve who have 
received a gratuity are granted full pay 
'on recall to service, while officers in 
receipt of retired pay only get £150 a 
year. 


Lorp STANLEY: After careful con- 
sideration it was decided that there 
should be no deductions from the full pay 
of those officers who had received a 
gratuity, as they represented that the 
money had been treated as capital, not 
income, and had not necessarily been 
invested in the purchase of an annuity. 


ARMY REMOUNTS—PURCHASES IN 
AUSTRO-HUNGARY 
Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can say 
when he anticipates the inquiry which is 
being held at the War Office as to the 
purchase of horses in Austro-Hungary 
will be concluded ; and whether he will 
promise that the whole of the evidence 
will be published for the information of 
, members of Parliament. 


Lorp STANLEY : The inquiry is now 
concluded, but the Report and the evi- 
dence are not yet ready for submission 
to the Secretary of State for War. As 
some of the evidence was given on an 
honourable understanding that it should 
not be published, the Secretary of State 
for War cannot promise that the evidence 
will be published. He will doubtless 
publish the Report. 


WAR OFFICE LABOURERS’ WAGES AT 
NAVAL PORTS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg to 
_ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
| a decision has been arrived at with regard 
| to conceding to the labourers employed 
| by the War Department at the naval 








37 
por’ 
give 


L 
pres 
noti 
is a 


NA\ 


M 
I be 
ralt) 
by 
firm 
Flee 
any 
befo 
been 
whe 
how 
und 
tence 
was 


TI 
RAI 
W.) 
mar 
cate, 
mar’ 
Dise 
once 
Com 
the s 
illeg: 
ralty 
subsi 
had 
stan 
occu 
and 
awa 


the f 
GOV 


Mr 
port) 
retar 
awar 
joine 
who 
ralty 
paid 
Gove 
awar 





36 


date of 
y rank 
imental 
late, for 
nmand, 
officers 


i 
ask the 


can say 
10 have 
full pay 
cers in 
£150 a 


ul con- 
; there 
full pay 
ived a 
hat the 
tal, not 
y been 
Luity. 


cS IN 


‘am ber- 
> Secre- 
can say 
vhich is 
to the 
ungary 
he will 
vidence 
ition of 


is now 
the evi- 
mission 
ar. As 
on an 
should 
f State 
vidence 
yu btless 


ES AT 


[ beg to 
rhether 

regard 
:ployed 


- naval 











37 Questions. {8 AveusT 1901} Questions. 38 


ports the same advance as that recently 


| long apprenticeship and to purchase an 
given to those under the Admiralty. 


|expensive kit of tools; and whether, 
/under these circumstances, he will 
Lorp STANLEY: The question is at | undertake that the rate of wages paid to 
present under consideration. I will) joiners in Government employ shall be 
notify the hon. Member when a decision | inquired into with a view to placing it 
is arrived at. on an increased and more fair standard. 


NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL— REVISION | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : _ In- 
OF FINDINGS. | quiries were recently made as to the 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : rates of wages paid to joiners in private 

[ beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- | gp ma Pa ag the dock- 
ralty whether, in cases where a conviction | Y@TGS respectively, and it was ascer- 
.-oouitmenetial is aubunitted for con-| tained .that, taking into consideration 
firmation to the Judge Advocate of the | the rates per hour, the rates of the latter 
Fleet, the prisoner is required to undergo compared favourably with those of the 
any part of the punishment awarded former. The rates of pay prevailing at 
betore the validity of the conviction has the time of the inquiry referred to are 
been adjudged by that legal officer ; and substantially the same as those paid at 
whether he can state in any, and, if so,| the present day. All joiners, whether 
how many cases last year prisoners have | i2 the employment of the Government 
undergone the whole or part of a sen-| ° not, must undergo a long apprentice- 


tence before the conviction on which it | Sh!P. and must purchase tools for the 
was based was quashed or reversed. prosecution of their trade. Under these 
circumstances it is not considered neces- 
Tur SECRETARY to tHe ADMLI. S#ry to inquire further into the rates of 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoup-Forster, Belfast, | P@Y of joiners in Government employ- 
W.): Although all contested courts-| ™&?t- 
martial are referred to the Judge Advo- 
cate, sentences awarded by naval courts-| SUB-LETTING OF ADMIRALTY CON- 
martial under the terms of the Naval TRACTS. 
Discipline Act come into operation at, \fp BROADHURST: I beg to ask 
once. They are scrutinised by the local | the Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether, 
Commander-in-Chief, who would suspend | seeing that the distribution of a contract 
the sentence in the event of any apparent | py a principal contractor amongst other 
illegality, pending reference to the Admi- | independent employers is a sub-contract, 
ralty. It might happen that a sentence, the Government requires to be informed 
subsequently found to have a legal flaw, | of the conditions under which the work 
had begun to take effect, but such in- | ., distributed is done. 
stances are very rare. One only has | 
occurred during the last twelve months,) Typ CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
and in that case the imprisonment pALTy (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
awarded had not been commenced when | bridge): The Government haa” ake és 
the finding was quashed. ‘rule be informed of the conditions 
| governing preparatory work which is 
GOVERNMENT DOCKYARDS—JOINERS’ not done on Admiralty premises. As I 
WAGES. informed the hon. Member on Tuesday 


Me. E. J. ©. MORTON (Devon- last, the terms of the Fair Wages Reso- 

port) : ¥ hess de ail. pe Pinaieial ree |lution of the House of Commons are 
é y fon) . . aa j j « is y < 

retary to the Admiralty whether he is | embodied in all Admiralty contracte. 


aware that the rate of wages paid to | 
joiners by private shipbuilding firms; NAVAL VICTUALLING—ALLEGED 
who receive contracts from the Admi-| BRIBERY. 

ralty are from 5s. to 10s. above the rate) Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
paid by the Admiralty to joiners in} Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
Government employ; whether he is| any decision has been come to by the 
aware that joiners have to undergo a | Admiralty as to the publication of the 


B2 
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evidence given before the Departmental | NAVAL ORDNANCE CORPS. 
Committee on Naval Victualling, and Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
whether, in view of the fact that many | Secretary to the Admiralty whether any 
witnesses testified to a system of bribery appointments of chief and warrant 
prevailing in connection with canteen officers to positions inthe Naval Ordnance 
catering and contracting, any steps are Corps have yet been made in accordance 
being taken to free the Navy of such | with the undertaking repeatedly given 
practices. that such appointments as opportunity 
| offered should be secured to them. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not) 
proposed to publish the evidence given) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The re- 
before the Departmental Committee on | port of the Committee which recently 
Naval Victualling. The question with considered the organisation of the Naval 
respect to the management of canteens, Ordnance Store Department made recom- 
to which the hon. Member refers, and mendations with respect to the employ- 
with respect to which evidence was given ment of chief and warrant officers, 
before the Committee, is receiving careful | These recommendations, together with 
consideration at the Admiralty. others made by the Committee, are now 
under the consideration of the Admiralty, 
Mr. KEARLEY: Is it not the fact but no actual decision has yet been 
that several witnesses made allegations arrived at. 
of bribery in connection with this matter? | 
| INSTRUCTION IN NAVAL GUNNERY. 
| Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
'Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
|in view of the results of shooting from 
Me. KEARLEY: Then, under the ship’s guns on board H.M.S. * Terrible,” 
circumstances, ought not the evidence demonstrating that, where special atten- 
to be published? tion is given by officers and men to gun 
training and practice, the efficiency of a 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. ship can be increased by at least 30 per 
It is not usual to publish the evidence cent., the Admiralty intend that Captain 
given on departmental inquiries. We had Scott’s method of training men to shoot 
reason to believe that some of the witnesses | shall be adopted on every ship in His 
would not come forward if they had Majesty's Fleet. 
ated that their tes pee 
a a gad irtestimony would be; 7, =ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, | 
believe some of the witnesses did suggest 
it. 


| Admiralty is fully alive to the necessity 


Mr. KEARLEY: Are the Admiralty | °f training men to shoot, and all possible 
entitled to receive evidence of this nature? ™€@”s are being employed to obtain the 
highest degree of efficiency. Captain 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Ad- Scott’s method of training is being 
miralty take the course which is most followed, and a large number of sets of 
conducive to obtaining the truth. I his aiming apparatus have been ordered, 
should like it to be clearly understood,  Reageaagen ~ those already supplied to 
however, that no allegation of bribery is °"'PS 12 CO™™mussion. 
made against the Admiralty, or against , 
any of its officers or officials in the per- INDIA—INCOME TAX COLLECTION. 
formance of their duty. Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) : I beg to ask 

2 the Secretary of State for India whether 

Mr. KEARLEY: I shall take the he can state approximately the amount 
earliest opportunity of calling the atten- | of income tax collected in India from 
tion of the House to this matter. | incomes between Rs. 500 and Rs. 1,000; 

and whether he has considered the advis- 

Mr. FLAVIN : Can the hon. Member | ability of raising the limit of income liable 
say in what branch of the service bribery | to income tax to Rs. 1,000 as soon as the 
does not take place ? ‘finances of India permit. 
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*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The amount, were being made by the Indian Agri- 
of income tax collected in India from | cultural Departments to obtain selected 
incomes between Rs. 500 and Rs. 1,000. seed, and to induce the cultivators to 
is approximately 36 lacs out of a total of grow improved varieties. I am in com- 
193 lacs. As at present advised I am, munication with the Government of 
not disposed to raise the existing exemp- India on the subject. 

tions. Any changes in this or any other 

form of taxation must be governed by the , 


future condition of Indian finance. 'FOX-HUNTING INCIDENT AT CAIRO. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
INDIAN BUDGET. I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether his attention has been called 

to the fact that the officer commanding 

the 11th Hussars, with six other 

officers and one private of the 11th 

Hussars and other regiments of the 

British garrison at Cairo, while fox- 

hunting at five o’clock on Sunday morn- 

ing, the 21st July, in a walled-in garden, 

_in the absence of the owner and without 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Budget his leave, were assaulted and beaten with 

will be taken on the day fixed for the sticks by the owner’s servants and the 
Committee stage of the Appropriation native guards in charge of the place ; 
Bill. The Report of the Famine Com- whether the officers were authorised by 
mission has, within the last few days, been the general in command of the Cairo 
received officially from India, together garrison to prosecute these servants for 
with the comments of the Indian Govern- obeying their orders and defending the 
ment and a statement of the action which property ; whether he is aware that, 
they propose to take upon it. I cannot! while the officers have apologised to the 
undertake to present these Papers to’ owner, the servants and guards have been 
Parliament until I have had time to) sentenced to long terms of imprisonment 
consider them in council, and as the for obeying their orders, and whether the 
questions raised are complex and most | Government propose to use their in- 
important, I shall not be able to come, fluence with the Egyptian Government 
toa conclusion upon them for some little ' to obtain remission of these sentences ; 
tume. and whether he will lay upon the Table 
_of the House the correspondence con- 


INDIAN COTTON CULTIVATION, | Dected with this cast 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can fix the date for the 
introduction of the Indian Budget, and 
whether the Report of the Famine Com- 
mission will be printed and distributed 
previously to the discussion of the Budget. 


MR. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to, ‘The following question on the same 
ask the Secretary of State for India’ subject also appeared on the Paper :— 
if his attention has been called to the 


deterioration of the staple of Indian | aes ; ? 
cotton and to the condition in which it Mr. TAY LOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
To ask the Under Secretary for Foreign 


is brought to market, and if the Govern- : ; ) 
. . | Affe y is attention has been 
ment can do more than is now being done Affairs whether his attentio: : 
3 drawn to the case in which certain 


to bring about an improvement in this | : : 
particular by methods similar to those servants in the employ of Mr. W. S. 


which have been so successful in Egypt. Blunt, upon his enclosed stud farm near 
sa Cairo, have recently been condemned to 
terms of imprisonment of six, four, and 
answer to a question in this House on | a months each ra defending ser 
the Ist Julyt that I was aware that the | “™POY* § property cron savemon: am 
* ws - | damage by certain officers in His Ma- 
poor quality and condition of Indian |. ty’ Reape wey: ae 
cotton had been the subject of a gocd deal | J° 4 ‘aia / ‘di s of es ea aoe 
of attention in India, and that efforts pokes ee Se 
Bice | against the administration of justice in 
+See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. xevi., | Egypt, His Majesty's Government will 
ge 419, ‘take steps to secure these men’s release. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I stated in 
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*THeE UNDER SECRETARY For/these circumstances, the Government 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount Cran- | will use their influence with the Egyptian 
BORNE, Rochester) : As this is a Foreign | authorities to have the sentence revised ; 
Office matter, perhaps I may be allowed whether in Major Rycroft’s official report 
to answer the question. The informa- | to headquarters in Cairo he does not say— 
tion wKich we have received is to the fol- | _“We drew along the edge of the desert, and 
lowing effect :—The officer commanding | about 5 a.m., right outside the wall enclosing 
the 11th Hussars and others were out | Mr. Blunt’s property, the hounds jumped over 
eaihinn on thn Slat Joly. A tea | — wall and immediately got on the line of a 

5 . ox” ; 

was found on the outskirts of Mr. Blunt’s 
property, and was followed by the pack 
into an enclosure. The Master and | 
whips galloped to a hole in the wall in §!ven. 
order to get to the hounds and prevent)... a : 
any damage being done, when Mr. Blunt’s “IR CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
stud manager shouted to them to stop, | Furness): Is the noble Lord not aware 
and struck at them with his stick, that Major Rycroft possesses a perfect 
The other officers remained outside, but, knowledge ot the Arabic language, and 
hearing shouting inside, went back and Owing to this and the great forbearance 
entered the enclosure. Two of the 0f himself and his officers prevented a 
officers who had first entered were sur- S€Tlous occurrence ? 
rounded by a number of the men of the 
place, mobbed, struck, their hats knocked 
off, and their horses beaten. The officer 
in command did his best to restore order, 
and called on the officers to fall back, and 
ordered them not to strike their assail- 
ants. The assailants were prosecuted 
for assault in the ordinary courts of law 
before the native courts, and the stud 
manager was sentenced to six months’ : 
imprisonment and two other defendants that Major Rycrott has a thorough know- 
to four and three months respectively. ledge of Arabic, so it was not necessary 
It is understood that the defendants will that the natives should know English. 
appeal. The officers have expressed But I do not think the hon. Member 
their regret to Mr. Blunt for the tres- quoted my answer quite correctly. I 
pass, but it appears that practically no said the fox was found in the outskirts 
damage has been done to his property, of Mr. Blunt’s property. With regard to 
There seems no reason to doubt that qa the line the British Government should 
serious assault has been committed, take, we shall, of course, await a full 
which no orders from the owner can Teport of the circumstances before we go 
justify; but the general officer com- !nto the matter. 
manding the British troops in Egypt will ae taal 
be requested to prevent the occurrence) MR. TAYLOR: May I ask whether, 
of incidents of this nature. The decision | pending an appeal, the men, if in prison, 
of any question as to the remission of | Will be released ? 
sentences is for the Court of Appeal and| , alee aa 
the Egyptian authorities. Correspon- | Viscount CRAN BORNE: I must have 


dence will be laid as soon as complete | notice of that question. 


reports have been received. ea — 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND ; May 1 Do the military regulations allow officers 
further ask the noble Lord whether the | of the British Army to go fox-hunting 
officers were in mufti; whether the /and poaching on Sunday ? 
servants who drove them out were unable 
to speak a word of English ; whether the | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Such 
men had been employed by the owner of | a question is obviously out of order, and 
the property for the special purpose of | it has nothing to do with the question on 
keeping out marauders ; whether, under | the Paper. 


and whether that is not inconsistent with 
,the account which the noble Lord has 


*ViscounT CRAN BORNE: As the hon. 
Member for Waterford is aware, it is not 
my decision that supplementary ques- 
tions should not be answered, but the 
decision of the House. However, in 
deference to the position which the hon. 
Member occupies in the House, I do not 
object to say one word in answer to him. 
The officers were in mutfti, and it is true 
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45 Questions. 
PERSIA—CUSYOMS TARIFF. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affairs whether any | 


information has reached the Foreign 
Office of a proposed modification in the 
Customs tariff of Persia ; if so, whether 
due notice will be given to British 
merchants previous to the introduction 
of a radical change, and whether he 
would state the nature of the scheme. 


#ViscounT CRANBORNE: The answer 

to the first question of my hon. friend is 
in the affirmative. The question of 
whether any notice is required or is 
practicable will receive consideration. I 
am not yet in a position to make any 
further statement on the subject. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state if any provision is made, or whether 
any reserve would be immediately avail- 
able, if, owing to the reduction of in- 
terest or other causes, the withdrawals 
from the Post Office Savings Bank should 
exceed the new deposits. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF THE 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 


EX- 
BEACH, 


Bristol, W.): The hon. Member asks me | 


what would be done in the event of the 
falling off of Savings Bank deposits, 
which for a long time have been con- 
tinually increasing. I see no reason to 
anticipate any such difficulty as he 


suggests. 


COMMISSION ON COAL SUPPLY. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 


I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- , 


chequer if he can now state the refer- 
ence to, and the composition of, the 
Commission on Coal. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir; T am 
not yet able to do this. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: When is the 
right hon. Gentleman likely to be in a 
position to give the information ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Not in the | 


course of the present session. 
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COAL DUTY REMISSIONS. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
can state approximately the sum accrued 


‘in the hands of the Customs at the end 


of July in respect of cecal duty to be 
returned under the remission agreed to 
during the passage of the Finance Bill 
through the House of Commons ; and, 
in view of the inconvenience and loss 
caused to exporters by the withdrawal 
of this capital from their business, will he 
expedite its repayment. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 
I have not sufficient data available to 
enable me to give the figures asked for. 
Every effort is being made to expedite the 
settlement of the numerous questions 
arising out of the contracts submitted, 
and directly each settlement is made 
steps are taken with a view to the 
return of the duty which has been 
remitted. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Will the amount 


be less than a quarter of a million ? 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I cannot say. 
Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
Will interest be paid on it ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I think not. 


SS. “ NUMIDIAN.” 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he has yet received 


a reply as to whether William Morrison, 


fireman on the steamship “ Numidian,” 
was arrested on 23rd May, in Montreal, 
for being absent without leave, and as 
to whether the master left him in prison 
and sailed for Liverpool without paying 
him off, in accordance with Sections 
187 and 188 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894 ; and, if so, can he state what 
steps, if any, he has taken to see that this 
man is paid and compensated for his 
loss of time; and will he get a report 
of the case from the superintendent of the 
Mercantile Marine Office and magistrate’s 
clerk at Montreal. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Greratp Batrour, Leeds, 


_ Central): No, Sir. A communication 
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on the subject was addressed to the 
shipping master at Montreal on the 
24th July, but no reply has yet been 
received. 


Mr. NANNETTI: When shall I repeat 
the question ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As soon | 


as I get a reply I will communicate 
with the hon. Member. 


RAILWAY RATES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that British and Irish railways 
carry foreign goods at from one-half 
to two-thirds less than the charge for 
home goods, and that their charges for 
coal are three times those of the German 
and Belgian railways; whether he will 
advise the appointment of a Departmental 
Committee during the recess to inquire 
into and report upon those matters in 
connection with transport. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
I am not aware that the facts are as 
stated by the hon. Member, and I do not 
propose to institute such a general 
inquiry as that suggested by the question. 
If any specific instance of undue prefer- 
ence is brought to my notice, I will 
inquire into it. 


specific complaints to the right hon. 
Gentleman already. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT AMEND- 
MENT AND CONSOLIDATION BILL. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 

to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department whether, having 

regard to the changes in the law made 

in the Grand Committee upon the 

Factory and Workshop Act Amend- 

ment and Consolidation Bill, he will 


the consolidating from the amending 


{COMMONS} 


peceagecs in the 
| 
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| plain the Amendments, and also a 
Memorandum showing how _ each 


clause in the amending Bill was 
consolidation Bill, 
were circulated to members of the 
Grand Committee ; and copies of the 
| Memorandum were deposited in the Vote 
Office for the use of members. I think 
this is all that can be done—it would be 
quite impossible to separate the clauses. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Is my 
/right hon. friend aware that the new 
provisions reducing overtime are likely 
to seriously affect the wage-earning 
powers of workers in Sheffield ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: With regard to that, 
I have received from a very large number 
of bodies representations against the 
proposals embodied in the Bill. It i: 
not possible for me to state what course 
the Government propose to take until 
the Bill comes on. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in the opinion 
‘of trade unionists of all classes over- 
time is most injurious to, and not re- 


' quired by, the working classes ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not know that I 
can quite go to that length, but still I 
have had representations from work- 


‘ing men asking me to allow the matter 


Mr. FIELD: I have forwarded several | 


to remain as it stands in the Bill. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: Is_ the 
‘right hon. Gentleman not aware that 
| we work overtime here ? 
| 
| CRIMINAL LUNATICS—INEBRIATE 
| REFORMATORIES. 
| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
‘to ask the Secretary of State for the 


| Home Department whether inmates of 
{inebriate reformatories who become 
‘insane and are transferred to local 


rn focus | asylums have their maintenance in such 
consider the advisability of separating |~ 


asylums paid for by the Government. 


| 
| 


clauses, or in some way showing the| *Mr. RITCHIE: Their maintenance is 


new proposals in the old law. 


| paid for by the Government so long as 
'they remain criminal lunatics ; if, how- 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For! ever, an inmate of an inebriate reforma- 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT 
RitcuHie, Croydon): A copy 


(Mr. | tory who is removed to an asylum does 
of the} not within a short period after the re- 
Consolidation Bill with notes to ex-| moval show such signs of recovery of 
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sanity as render it probable that he can 
properly be returned to reformatory 
treatment, he is usually discharged from 
the class of inebriates, and thereupon 
becomes and is treated as a pauper 
lunatic. 


PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE— MILI- 
TARY AID TO THE CIVIL POWER— 
CONDUCT OF TROOPS, ETC. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state who was the magi- 
strate who signed the requisition asking 
that troops be sent to Bethesda, and, 
seeing that there has not been anything 
in the behaviour of the people at Bethesda 
during the past week to render necessary 
the presence of the soldiers, whether he 
intends to order their immediate recall. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that the 
magistrate who signed the requisition 
was the Chairman of the Standing 
Joint Committee for Carnarvonshire. I 
am glad to be able to say that [am in- 
formed that the state of things at 
Bethesda is such as will, in the opinion 
of the local authorities, justify the with- 
drawal of the bulk of the troops on the 
10th instant, but I must remind the hon. 
Member that the responsibility for the 
preservation of order in the district rests 
with the local authorities, with whom I 
have no power or intention of interfering. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : Was the magistrate resident 
in the district ? What is his name ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid I cannot 
give that. Probably the hon. Member 
knows it better than I do. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Have the local 
authorities held any inquiry ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The responsibility 
rests with them, and I am informed that 
they felt justified in taking this step. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that on the evening of Satur- 
day, 3rd August, some of the soldiers now 
stationed at Bethesda for the mainten- 
ance of the peace created alarm among 
the inhabitants of the place by shouting 
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and fighting in the public street opposite 
the Douglas Arms Hotel, and what 
action he proposes taking to punish the 
offenders. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no informa- 
tion to the effect suggested. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether the cost of catering the troops 
sent to Bangor in anticipation of dis- 
turbances at Bethesda is an Imperial or 
a local charge, and by whom were the 
rates for catering agreed upon with the 
local tradesman. 


Lorp STANLEY: The incidence of 
the cost in this and similar cases is under 
consideration. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon, 
Arfon): Can the noble Lord state the 
exact proportition of the Imperial and 
the local charge ? 


Lorp STANLEY: The whole ques- 
tion is under consideration, and if I gave 
an answer now it might be misleading. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Will regard be 
had to the decision in the Aberdare case ? 


Lorp STANLEY: All the facts will 
be considered. 


CARNARVONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
—CONSTITUTION OF SUB-COMMITTEE. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
the sub-committee of the joint com- 
mittee of the Carnarvonshire County 
Council, to whom the chief constable 
appealed for endorsement of his request 
that soldiers should be sent to Bethesda, 
are composed of persons connected with 
the slate trade; and whether he pro- 
poses doing anything to amend the law 
so as to prevent in future interested 
parties from acting as magistrates in the 
calling out of the military during a 
labour dispute. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have no information 
on the point referred to in the first 
paragraph. I find no reason in the facts 
at present before me for thinking that 
any amendment of the law is required. 
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LIVERPOOL WATER MAIN S-COMEESA, | 
TION CLAIMS. 

CoLoneL WALKER (Widnes): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board whether he is aware that 
the Liverpool Corporation refuse to 
entertain a claim for compensation for | 
damage caused on a farm at Huyton by 
the bursting of a water main belonging 
to them on the ground that they are 
protected by their statutory powers from 
any liability in a case of the kind ; and 
waether he will undertake to introduce 
legislation to provide for the recovery of 
compensation for damage caused in cases 


of this kind. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLtTer 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I understand that 
the corporation consider that they are 
not liable in the case r ferred to in the 
question, unless it can be shown that they 
have been guilty of negligence in the 


construction or use of the waterworks. | 


Without admitting their liability, how- 
ever, they have offered as compensation 
a sum of £15, at which amount the 
damage has been estimated. I could not 
undertake to introduce legislation as 
suggested by my hon. and gallant friend. 


PTOMAINE POISONING. 


Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he will direct an inquiry into the cir- 
cumstances attending the ptomaine 
poisoning of two ladies by decomposed 
cream ; 
steps to check the improper use of pre- 
servatives to enable articles of food to 


. . . ! 
be disposed of to customers when in a: 


state of decomposition dangerous to 


health. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: 


the case mentioned in the question, and I 
will endeavour to obtain a report from the 
medical officer of health of the borough 
on the subject I expect to receive in a 
few days the Report of the Departmental 
Committee on Food Preservatives, and 
I hope then to be in a better position to 
judge how dangerous decomposition in 
food may be satisfactorily prevented. 


LOCAL |! 


and whether he will take prompt | 


I have seen a, 
newspaper paragraph as to the inquest in | 
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VACCINATION AT LEEDS—CASE oP 
EMILY MAUD CHILD. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
| hive, Rugby) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 

| he will now lay upon the Table of the 
House the report made to his Board by 
| the late Dr. Ballard, one of the inspectors 
of the Local Government Board, respect- 
ing the results of vaccination in the case 
of Emily Maud Child at Leeds, to which 
reference is made in the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Vaccination, in 
paragraph 4 (27) of that Report. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It would be 
contrary to the practice of the Local 
Government Board to give publicity to 
the reports made by their inspectors in 
cases such as that referred to by the hon. 
Member. These reports are always re- 
garded as confidential. Full particulars 
of this case will be found in Appendix 
IX. to the Final Report of the Royal 
' Commission on Vaccination, and in the 
evidence given before the Commission. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Was not the 
Report made to the Royal Commission 
on Vaccination ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No; I gather 
it was made to the Local Government 
Board. 

COMMUNICABILITY OF TUBER- 
CULOSIS. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, in view of the statement 
of Professor Virchow, agreeing with Dr. 
Koch, that human and cattle tubercu- 
losis are different, the Government will 
grant a sufficient amount to enable ex- 
haustive scientific experiments to deter- 
{mine upon the communicability of 
tuberculosis from animals to man, and 
also appoint a Royai Commission to 
inquire into and report upon the subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The making 
of experiments for the purpose referred 
to is a matter to be considered in connec- 
tion with the question of the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission. This ques- 


tion is receiving the attention of the 
Government, but, as I stated on Tuesday, 
they have not at present arrived at a 
decision with regard to it. 
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ORGANISATION OF SECONDARY 
EDUCATION. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the proposed organisation of 
secondary education will include the 


efficient control and regulation of pupil. 
teacher centres by the new education | 


authority ; and whether he will state 


by what authority school boards are per- | 


mitted by the Board of Education to 
provide secondary education for pupil 


teachers employed in their own schools, , 


and more particularly for pupil teachers 
employed in schools conducted by other 
bodies. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) : I cannot pledge 
the Government to the contents of the 
Education Bill of next year. I under- 
stand the sections of the Education Act 
of 1870 relied on by school boards are 
19 and 35. 


SCIENCE AND ART EXPENDITURE. 
Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether, seeing that the total annual 
expenditure on science and art amounts 
to about 260,000, he can state what 
proportion the science and art grants for 
agriculture bear to the whole grants. 


Sir J. GORST : There was paid for the 
year 1899-1900 in respect of attendances 
and results of the science examinations, 
under the heading “ Principles of Agri- 
culture,” £407. But this does not at all 
represent the total grants for instruction 
bearing on agriculture, as it does not 


include grants for instruction in such | 


subjects as botany, biology, and chemis- 
try, nor the grants given on these and 
kindred subjects in evening schools and 
in day schools of science. 


HOLYWELL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. FENWICK — (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Vice- | 
President of the Committee of Council on | 
Education whether he can state what 
steps, if any, are being taken to re-open | 
the Holywell schools ; and whether it is | 
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‘that ceremony having 








Questions. 54 


| the intention of the Department to grant 

'the request of the ratepayers to be 
allowed to establish a school board for the 
management of said schools. 


Sir J. GORST: A school board for 
Holywell alone is about to be set up. 


VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING (Fins- 
bury, Central): I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he 
can state when the first contract for the 
foundations of the Victoria and Albert 
‘Museum runs out, what amount of 
money will have been spent under this 
contract, and what amount remains 
unspent, and when will the foundations 
be completed ; has any contract been 
concluded for the basement of the 
Museum ; have any tenders been in- 
vited for the main building ; and, if not, 
what is the cause of delay in their issue ; 
are the plans complete ; have any modi- 
fications or alterations been made in 
them to diminish the extent of the 
Museum ; and have delays been caused 
through certain special materials being 
ordered in not sufficient time for the 
building, the foundation stone of which 
was laid by Her late Gracious Majesty 
Queen Victoria more than two years 


ago. 


Tue “FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovctas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The foundations are 
completed, and the contract was for 
£33,410. A second contract has been 
made for building to the ground-floor 
level, and this work is now being pro- 
ceeded with. As soon as this is finished 
tenders will at once be invited for the 
superstructure, the plans being now 
practically ready. No alterations that ] 
am aware of have been made which would 
reduce the size of the museum, and no 
delays of importance have occurred, the 
work being completed within the allotted 
time. The contract for the foundations 
was not entered into until some time 
after the laying of the memorial stone, 
taken place in 
Her late Majesty's 


advance to suit 


arrangements. 


WIDENING OF PICCADILLY. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the First Com- 
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missioner of Works whether he would | masters interpret the rule in question 
consent to delay the widening of Picca- | to mean that a postman must wear his 
dilly until the effect upon traffic of the | coat buttoned from neck to waist. The 


proposed continuation of the Mall into} men should, 


Cockspur Street has been ascertained. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar): May I suggest that 
the work should be suspended until next 
year, that the House may have an oppor- 
tunity for considering the proposal ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I will con- 
sider that, but I may point out that the 
scheme was before the House last year. 
I do not think the alternative suggested 
by my hon. friend would have any 
appreciable effect, seeing that no heavy 
traffic or omnibuses can use the route ; 
but the point shall be considered. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
Thanet): Was not the scheme 
generally condemned last year ? 


(Kent, 


very 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I am not 
aware of that, and I venture to think 
that the scheme can be defended, and 
that if the public knew exactly what 
is intended objections would be easily 
answered. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the scheme is generally condemned in 
Ireland ? 


POSTMEN’S TUNICS. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he is aware that certain postmasters 
interpret Rule 3 (section b) in the 
Town Postmen’s Rate Book to mean 
that a postman should wear his coat 
buttoned from neck to waist (however 
hot the weather may be) ; and whether, 
seeing that Mr. Arnold Morley, when 
Postmaster General, held that the top 
button only was intended to be fastened, 
this interpretation will be acted upon 
by the Postmasters throughout Great 
Britain and Ireland. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is not aware that post- 





(Tower 


however, even in hot 

weather, have the top button of their 
coats buttoned, as they would otherwise 
present a slovenly appearance. No 
‘special instructions on the subject seem 
necessary. 


| Mr. FLAVIN: How many members 
of this House keep their top button 
fastened ? 


EXAMINATIONS FOR MALE SORTERS 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
with reference to the examinations for 
male sorters held in London, can he 
state when the last examination was held, 
what number of candidates presented 
themselves, and how many of those came 
from Ireland, whether he is aware of the 
‘inconvenience and cost to Irish com- 
petitors at these examinations in having 
to travel in numerous cases over 500 
miles, and whether, seeing that similar 
examinations were held at times at 
Inverness, Stornoway, and other places 
forthe convenience of Scotch competitors, 
he will arrange that examinations will in 
future be held in Dublin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The last examination for the situation 
of male sortersin London was held on the 
130th May, 1901. On this occasion 257 
candidates presented themselves, of 
whom 65 are believed to have come 
‘from Ireland. Eighty-five were success- 
ful, including 23 of the Irish candidates. 
Three of these competitions have been 
_ held each year during the past four years, 
and the average number of vacancies has 
been 172 per annum. They are held in 
London only, and Irish candidates who 
elect to compete for such appointments 
are under no disadvantage which is not 
shared by all others who do not reside 
in London; but having regard to the 
terms of service, and particularly to the 
early and late hours of attendance, the 
' Civil Service Commissioners have not 
considered it advisable to give facilities 
| which would tend to attract to these com- 
' petitions persons whose homes are not in 
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London. No competitions for these or | the consolidated income remitted in April. 
any other appointments are now held in| The payment of the equivalent of the 
Stornoway, and though important com- | residual grant accruing in the current 
petitions for other posts have sometimes | year will be paid at the end of the present 
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hitherto been held at Inverness, they are 
held also at Galway and Limerick. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN_ IRISH SCHOOLS. | 


Mr. THOMAS] O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
fees are paid for Irish, when taught as an 
extra subject, on the average daily 
attendance of school or classes presented, 
or whether they are paid at a fixed rate 
per pupil on the number of children 
actually presented, and, if not, will he 
explain the principles which regulate 
payment, and the amounts which may 
be expected for such work. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): This | 


question, I assume, turns on the meaning 
of the expression bona fide, as applied to 
the attendance of pupils, in Rule 55. 
The Commissioners have decided that 
bona fide attendances mean that the 
child is a pupil of a national school, has 
made at least one hundred attendances 
in each annual period, and has attended 
the course of Irish, or other extra subject, 
for at least 75 per cent. of the meetings. 
The fee payable under these conditions 
for Irish is 10s. per pupil. 


IRISH TEACHERS AND THE RESIDUAL | 
GRANT. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state in how many instances national 
teachers have been paid their share of 
the balance of residual grant, whether 
he is aware that the teachers of Ireland 
have stated definitely that they have not 
got this money, and that Archbishop 
Walsh has stated that the money is due, 
and whether he will now institute an 
inquiry to ascertain what became of the 
money. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The payment of 
the balance of the residual grant for the 
calendar year ended 31st December, 
1900, to each teacher in the service on 
the 3lst March, 1901, was made with 











financial year. As already stated, I have 
| called for a Return showing the expendi- 
/ture of the school grant year by year 
since 1892-3, under the four clauses of 
| the 4th Schedule to the Act of 1892 
| (including residual grant). This Return, 
| which will shortly be laid on the Table, 
| will show whether the money has been 
| allocated and paid away in the prescribed 
/manner. Iam not prepared to institute 
| a further inquiry. 

| Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: When 
| does the right hon. Gentleman expect to 
| get the Return ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: Ina day or two. 


| LONDONDERRY AND THE EDUCATION 


‘ 


| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the Londonderry District Council No. 2 
adopted the Compulsory Clauses of the 
Education Act, and the local authorities 
appointed their portion of the school 
attendance committee over four months 
ago, and, seeing that the Commissioners 
‘of National Education have not yet 
appointed their portion of this committee, 
‘can he state the cause of the delay, and 
will steps be taken to have the Act put 
into force in the district referred to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
appointed five persons to act on the 
school attendance committee of this dis- 
trict on the 16th July, and the appoint- 
ments were at once notified to all parties 
concerned. The enforcement of the Act 
rests with the local authority. 


IRISH COMMISSION 
—COMPLAINT OF 
SOCIETY. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has yet received 
the report from the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland as to the com- 
plaints sent by him to them from the 
Bookbinders’ Society ; and, if so, what 
steps he purposes to take to meet the 
claims of these men. 


OF EDUCATION 
BOOKBINDERS’ 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the application of the Fair Wages Resolu- 
tion to the dealings of the Commissioners 
with the firm of Messrs. Blackie and Son 
was considered by the Commissioners 
at their meeting on Tuesday last, when 
it was decided that the resolution did 
not, in their opinion, apply, there being 
no direct contract with that firm. The 
Commissioners add that they are assured 
by the firm that the charges brought 
against them by the Bookbinders’ Society 
is not warranted by the facts. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is it not recognised 
in all Government work that the Fair 
Wages Resolution must be acted upon ? 
Seeing that these people are paid Govern- 
ment money, do they not come under 
the rule ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is just the 
point. The Commissioners say they 
maintain the resolution in direct con- 
tracts, but in this case they have no 
contract with, and consequently no 
control over, the firm concerned. The 
resolution does not, therefore, apply. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that on several previous 
occasions the Commissioners have said 
that the firm did not pay fair wages ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No; the Com- 
missioners have accepted the statement 
of the firm that they do not break the 
Fair Wages Resolution. 


Mr. Fiavin and Mr. NANNETTI both 
rose to put further questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper jhas been fully 
answered, 


_ Mr. FLAVIN: On the point of order. 
I have, Sir, a question arising directly 
out of the answer. Will you let me put it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No. Any further 
question must be given notice of in the 
ordinary way. 


IRISH BOARD OF EDUCATION—BOOK 
DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
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| Lieutenant of Ireland, with respect to 
the memorandum issued on 12th July 
by the Board of National Education, 
signed by eleven Commissioners, stating 
that the book department had now 
passed successfully through the crisis, 
and that the supplies were being sent 
regularly as ordered, and that there was 
now no arrear in that branch, will he 
state upon whose information the eleven 
Commissioners based their statement. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In the memoran- 
|dum referred to, the Commissioners 
embodied the substance of reports on the 
state of the book department supplied 
by their responsible officers. They have 
no reason to doubt the correctness of 
these reports, but, at the same time, 
they are quite prepared to investigate 
statements tending to impugn their 
accuracy if they are supplied with facts 
and figures enabling them to do so. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is_ the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that Arch- 
bishop Walsh absolutely contradicts the 
statement ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am quite aware 
that there is a contradiction, and the 
Commissioners have promised to investi- 
gate the matter if supplied with facts 
and figures. 


SALLYBANK SCHOOL TEACHER’S 
SALARY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in the Return furnished of 
the salary of the principal teacher, Sally- 
bank, twelve months equivalent grant 
for results and Customs and Excise 
grant and one month’s consolidated 
salary which included another month’s 
equivalent for these two items were 
returned as forming his income for the 
twelve months ended 3lst March, 1901; 
whether, in view of the basis on which 
this teacher’s salary was calculated, 
steps will be taken to compensate him 
for this loss by the recent alteration in 
the mode of payment; and whether 
the Return will be so amended as to give 
the amounts received for the residual 
grant and the balance of the residual 
grant separately for each of the four 
years dealt with. 








61 


an 


pa 
qu 
un 
th 
ext 
Re 
ye: 


© 


aff 
pa; 


BO 


] 
ask 
Lie 
me 
Bo 
in 
the 
Du 
Tal 
tog 
of 
wit 
doc 


\ 
led; 
rep 
to 
ter! 
hav 
~ th 
afte 
Boa 
the 
que 


\ 
I y 
can 
not 
Gen 
Tab 
dea! 


M 
be ¢ 
the 


M 
righ 
the 





60 


ect to 
. July 
ation, 
tating 
now 
crisis, 
x sent 
re was 
vill he 
eleven 
nt. 


n0ran- 
loners 
on the 
pplied 
y have 
ess of 
time, 
tigate 
their 
| facts 


; the 
Arch- 
ts the 


aware 
d the 
ivesti- 

facts 


1R’S 


eg to 
Lord 
he is 
ed of 
Sally- 
grant 
{xcise 
dated 
ynth’s 
were 
ir the 
1901 ; 
vhich 
lated, 
» him 
on in 
ether 
) give 
sidual 
sidual 
four 








61 Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received | 


and will forward to the hon. member | 
a detailed Return showing the actual 
payments made to this teacher for each | 
quarter in the four years mentioned, | 
under the various heads. It appears that | 
the total payments were slightly in) 
excess of those shown in the previous 
Return. The average for the three | 
years ended March, 1900, is not, however, 
affected. The teacher suffered no loss | 
by the recent alteration in the mode of 
payment. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: As far as I am 
concerned | have no objection, but the 
meetings of the Board are confidential. 


WHITE ESTATE, NEAR BANTRY. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
valuers have visited the White Estate, 
near Bantry, with a view to its sale to 
the tenants under the 40th Section of the 
Land Purchase Act, 1896 ; and whether 
he can state approximately when the 


| sale is to take place. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION—ARCHBISHOP | 
WALSH’S RESIGNATION. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether a second | 
memorandum has been issued by the 
Board of National Education in Ireland | 
in reference to the recent resignation of 
the most rev. Dr. Walsh, Archbishop of | 
Dublin, and whether he will lay upon the 
Table a copy of this second memorandum, 
together with the copies of the minutes 
of all further proceedings of the Board 
with reference to this matter and the! 
documents mentioned therein. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge of a second memorandum. In 
reply to a telegram which I despatched 
to the National Board embodying the 
terms of the hon. Member’s question, | 
have received a reply to the effect that 
“the question cannot be answered till 
after the next ordinary meeting of the 
Board on the 13th instant.” Perhaps 
the hon. Member will put down his 
question for Thursday, the 15th instant. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Of course | 
I will put the question again, but I 
cannot understand why an answer could 
not be given. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire if he can put on the, 
Table copies of the recent Minutes 
dealing with this matter ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will see what can 
be done. I have no power myself to give 
the undertaking. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman communicate with 
the Board on the subject ? 








Mr. WYNDHAM: The request from 
the Land Judge was received by the 
Land Commission on 4th July. It is 
not possible to state, even approximately, 
when the Land Commissioners will make 
their report to the Land Judge. There 
will be no unnecessary delay in reporting 
upon the estate, which is a large one. 


LICENSING ACT PROSECUTION AT 
GALWAY. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his 
attention has been called to the pro- 
ceedings at the Galway Petty Sessions 
on 15th July last, when Mrs. Giblin, of 
Prospect Hill, Galway, was charged with 
a breach of the Licensing Acts, and when, 
on the case being called, Mr. J. C. 
Gardner left the bench and the chair 
was taken by Mr. F. Laurence O’Comyn ; 
if he is aware that the husband of the 
publican, who is a Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary pensioner, swore that he placed a 
man named Comber to prevent any but 
bona fide travellers from entering, and 
that three of the men who were found 
on the premises swore that Comber 
invited them to go in, and that the 
magistrate dismissed the case against 


_ the publican, but fined the persons found 


on the premises; and that Mr. M. A. 
Lynch left the bench expressing his 
disapproval of the proceedings ; and is 
he aware that Mr. Gardner, the resident 
magistrate, is a tenant of Mrs. Giblin, 
and can he explain why the superior 
officer of the Constabulary did not 
appear to prosecute in such a case but 
left it to a sergeant, and what action 
the Government intend to take in the 


case 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : This case was heard 
by five magistrates. The resident magis- 
trate had previously left the bench, 
though for what reason I am unable to 
say, as he is at present on leave of 
absence. He is not, I am informed, a 
tenant of Mrs. Giblin. I have no power 
to interfere with the magistrates in the 
exercise of their judgment on questions 
of fact. Mr. Lynch left the bench after 
the decision was announced, but the 
police are not aware that he expressed 
disapproval of the proceedings. 
case was not of sufficient importance to 
justify the attendance of the district 
inspector. The Government cannot take 
any further action in the matter. 


*Mr. MORRIS (Galway): Is it not 
a fact that on the day on which this 
publican was charged with a breach of 
the Licensing Acts there had been a very 
large excursion of visitors to Galway from 
all parts of Ireland, making it extremely 
difficuit, if not impossible, for him to 
detect one or two local people amid the 
crowd of bona fide travellers whom he 
was bound by law to serve ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I was not aware of 
that. 


'KILLCLOONEY ESTATE, GALWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he wil 
make a further statement in reference 
to the sale to the Killclooney tenants. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have given all 
the facts in connection with this estate. | 
The whole matter was considered yester- 
day at a meeting of the Congested 
Districts Board, and it was unanimously 
resolved to make certain representations | 
to the Land Commission. The hon. 
member will, I feel sure, agree that it 
would be improper to make a further 
statement until the resolution has been 
received and considered by the body to 
whom it has been addressed. 


| 


PROPOSED PATHOLOGICAL LABORA- 
TORY IN DUBLIN. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg. 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lievtenant of Ireland whether, having | 
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jregard to his reply to the deputation 
| which waited on him in Dublin ecop- 
_cerning a proposal to establish a patho- 
‘logical laboratory devoted to research 
in connection with insanity for the 
asylums of the country, he will introduce 
a clause into the Local Government 
(Ireland) Amendment Bill empowering 
, county councils to contribute towards 
the support of such a central laboratory 
for the study of mental pathology. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such a clause 
could not be inserted in the Local Govern- 
ment Act Amending Bill, but it would be 
germane to the Lunacy Bill now before 
the House. I earnestly hope to be able 
to introduce an Amendment of this 
character in the latter Bill. 


SPEARSTOWN NATIONAL SCHOOL. 
Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): | 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
the Spearstown National School, county 
_Donegal, which was on the Com- 
missioners’ roll for thirty-two years, 
during which time it was under one 
teacher, who had a clean record ; and, 
seeing that it has now been struck off 
the roll, can he state under what rule 
the Commissioners acted in doing so; 
is he aware that the motion to strike 
this school off the roll was carried by 
a majority of two votes only ; that this 
school still has such an average attend- 
ance as to justify a claim for a grant 
from the National Board ; and that the 
teacher would have been entitled to full 
pension in about eighteen months, but 
that the action of the commissioners has 
imperilled his whole pension, or at least 
will diminish his pension ; whether the 
action of the Board is in accordance with 
the principles of the national system of 
education ; and whether steps will be 
taken to rectify this state of matters. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This school has, 
for many years, received grants from the 
National Board. The attendance, how- 
ever, fell from forty-five in 1895 to thir- 
teen in 1901. At their meeting on the 
18th June, the Board decided unani- 
mously to give aid to one only of the two 
schools in this locality. I do not, how- 
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ever, think it would be proper to give|a statement is made to the Department 


the voting of the Commissioners on the 
occasion when the grants were with- 
drawn from the Spearstown school. 
They have power under Rules 94 and 
102 of the Code to discontinue aid to a 
national school. Schools with an 
average attendance of even less than 
thirteen are aided by the Board in ex- 
ceptional circumstances, but the granting 
of such aid is discretionary with the 
Board. The pension of the teacher is 
not imperilled by the action of the Board ; 
his retiring allowance will be somewhat 


less now than it would be if he did not | 


retire until he reached the age of sixty- 
five. 
year. The Government cannot take 
any action in the matter, as suggested. 


Mr. JORDAN: May I be permitted 
to say that the question has been practi- 
cally re-written at the Table without 


consulting me, although I am constantly | 


in the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question in its 
altered form has been on the Paper 
several days without objection. 


FISH RATES BETWEEN DINGLE AND 
DUBLIN. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Great Southern and 
Western Railway charge 36s. 6d. per ton 
for salt mackerel and herrings from 
Dingle to Dublin, while they take the 
same merchandise from Dingle to Liver- 
pool, vid Dublin, for 12s. per ton ; and 
that fisheurers in Dingle who want to 
sell in Dublin consign it to Liverpool, 
via Dublin, and thence back again to 
Dublin, for 15s. per ton; and having 
regard to the effect on the fish trade 
and the Irish consumer of the rates 
charged by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway to all those districts 
from which there are not competing 
modes of transit, whether he will cause 
an inquiry to be made into these rates 
with a view to uniformity and equality 
of incidence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


I have no in- 


formation in this matter beyond what 
is alleged in the question. 


VOL. XCIX. 


If, however, | 
} 


|FourTH SERIES. | 


He is at present in his sixty-fourth | 


of Agriculture by any person aggrieved 
| by the rates, inquiry will be made. 

| 

| OMAGH LABOURERS’ COTTAGES— 

| INCOME TAX DEMANDS. 

' Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
| 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a demand has been made 
on the Omagh Rural District Council 
'for payment of income tax on the 
‘labourers’ cottages situated within the 
area of its authority, while the council 
declines to pay the tax because the cot- 
tages are not self-supporting, causing 
outlay instead of bringing income ; and, 
seeing that the object in providing 
labourers’ cottages is charitable and not 
pecuniary, will he make representation 
to the proper quarter to have the demand 
for payment of income tax on labourers’ 
cottages in Ireland withdrawn. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe the fact 
to be as stated in the first paragraph. 
The question raised in the second para- 
graph is properly one that should be 
addressed to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. Perhaps I may refer to my 
right hon. friend’s reply to a similar 
question addressed to him on the 12th 
July of last year.T 


Mr. DALY: Is it not the fact that in 
many cases there is a loss of £3 a year 
on these cottages to the ratepayers ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter is 
one which must be dealt with by the 
surveyors of taxes. 


FORESTRY IN IRELAND. 

Captain DONELAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Cork County Council and other public 
boards in Ireland have adopted resolu- 
tions urging the necessity of tree-planting; 
and pointing out the desirability of em- 
powering county and district councils 
to acquire waste lands for that purpose ; 
and whether, inasmuch as Irish tax- 
payers contribute towards tree-planting 
in Great Britain, he will endeavour to 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxxv., 
page 1325. 
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r the Lord Lieutenant to decide. 


obtain a grant from the Treasury in esi Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a question 
fo 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I replied to similar | 


questions on the 14th and 21st June.7 It 
is unnecessary to approach the Treasury 


in the matter, as the Department of | 


Agriculture in Lreland is already supplied 


Mr. CLANCY : I will bring this matter 
‘under the notice of the House the first 
opportunity I get, in order to show that 
the object in refusing the request is to 
| keep Nationalist voters off the Register, 


with funds for the purpose of promoting | 


reafforestation. 


CapTaIn DONELAN : Could not Irish 


Crown rents be utilised for this purpose | 


instead of being spent in England ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That question 
should be addressed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 


DUBLIN COUNTY POLLING DISTRICTS, 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the desire of 
the general body of the electors of the 
Dalkey and Cabinteely polling districts 
of the county of Dublin that a revision 
court should be appointed to sit in that 
district ; whether he is aware that at 
present persons from that district who 
have to attend revision sessions are 
obliged to travel several miles, oftentimes 
on several successive days, if they wish 
to secure the franchise ; and whether 
there is any objection, seeing that the 
town hall is always available for the 
purpose of a court, to fix that place for 
the revision of the Dalkey voters’ list. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer to the 
reply given on the 26th ultimo ¢ to the 
similar question of the hon. Member for 
the St. Patrick Division, to which I have 
nothing to add, except to repeat that any 
further representations that may be 
addressed to the Lord Lieutenant by 
those locally interested will, of course, be 
considered. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
What objection can there be to granting 
this request if the people want the 
change ! 








+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xev., | 
pages 427 and 1072. 
+ See preceding Volume, page 237. 





| POLICE AND PUBLIC AT BALLYMOTE. 
| Mr. O° DOWD (Sligo, S.):] beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that on 
|the lst instant the police entered the 
house of John Gilmartin, Ballymote, 
county Sligo, arrested him in his house, 
brought him to the police barracks, and 
detained him there all night ; can he state 
what their reason was for doing so, 
whether the police had any warrant, and 
what steps he proposes to take. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ individual 
named in the question was arrested on 
the public street at midnight on the 11th 
instant for being drunk and disorderly. 
The police did not enter his house on the 
occasion ; he was not arrested on a war- 
rant, as none was necessary. The case 
will be magisterially investigated at 
petty sessions to-day. No action is called 
for on my part in the matter. 


TARBERT AND KILRUSH STEAMER. 

} *Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
‘the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the inhabitants in and 
around Glin, in the county of Limerick, 
are anxious that the subsidised steamer 
plying between Tarbert and Kilrush 
should eall at their pier, a distance of 
about six miles from the former place, 
and that the entire cost for attendance 
on steamer at said pier (which is free of 
toll and has been certified safe by the 
county surveyor) would not exceed £1 
a week, a guarantee to which effect would 
be given ; and, having regard to the fact 
that there is no service at present either 
by rail or steamboat to Glin, and with a 
view to the development of the district 
by communications for tourists, will he 
take steps to have the subsidised boat call 
there. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter has 
|already engaged my personal considera- 
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tion. 


the hon. Member, except to say that the 


Government cannot subsidise an exten- | 


sion of the steamer service beyond the 
existing communication between Tarbert 
and Kilrush. 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Why cannot | 
the Government do this, seeing that this | 


is one of the most beautiful spots on the 
banks of the Shannon ? 


IRISH RATING GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid): 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, in view of the discontent 


caused and hardship felt by tenants of | 


{8 AucusT 1901} 


I have nothing to add to the letter | 
which I addressed on the 26th June to | 


I beg to | 


holdings and houses rated at £4 per'| 


annum and under, owing to the operation 
of the Local Government Act, 
compels them to pay the rates hitherto 


borne by the landlord, and having regard | 
of efficient collection | 


to the difficulty 
of rates from a poor class of occupiers, 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of introducing a short amending clause 
into the Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill now before this House, which would 


revert to the former practice and cast | 


upon immediate lessors the duty of 
paying rates upon tenements and hold- 
ings rated at £4 and under. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
Amendment would not be germane to the 
Bill now before the House. Apart from 
this, however, I would point out that 
the alteration in the law suggested would 
be opposed to the principle on which the 
Local Government Act of 1898 
based, namely, that the burden of the 


which | 


suggested | 


was | 


rates should fall on those to whom the 


electoral power is given. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN LIMERICK. | 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the occasion of the inquiry | 
lately held in the No. 1 District Council 
of Limerick in regard to the 7th Scheme | 
for the erection of cottages under the 


Labourers Acts little consideration was | why 
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by the doctors as insanitary ; and, 
seeing that this was caused by the fact 
| that they had been temporarily living 
in the houses of farmers’ herdsmen in 
which they had no permanent right of 
occupation, will he take action to have 
those applications reconsidered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspector's 
report of the inquiry, which was 
only held on the 11th July, has 


not yet been received. Consequently, 
I am not in a position to say what 
evidence was adduced, or to anticipate 
the recommendations of the inspector. 
But I will communicate with the hon. 
| Member when the report is received 


COLONEL FRENCH’S COONAGH 
ESTATE. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that some time 
ago preparations were made to sell to 
the tenants, under the 40th section of the 
/Act of 1896, the property of Colonel 
French situate at Coonagh, in the north 
liberties of Limerick City ; can he say 
how far arrangements were carried on, 
and will he recommend that sale to the 
tenants be carried out on a price to be 
| fixed by the valuers of the Land Purchase 
| Commissioners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate has 
been inspected, and the matter is at 
present under tHe consideration of two 
of the Land Commissioners with a view 
to the preparation of their report under 
Section 40. The price will be deter- 
mined by the land judge. 


FARRAR’S BALLYVARRA ESTATE. 


Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that the estate 
of Mr. William Dent Farrar, at Bally- 
varra, Lisnagry, Limerick, as far back 
as 1885 or 1886, was offered for sale by 
the authorities in the land judge’s court 
| to the tenants, Mr. F. A. B. Turner being 
then receiver; can he say how far 
| proceedings for sale were carried and 
they were discontinued; and 


given to the labourers’ applications, on | whether a tenant named Patrick Whe- 
the grounds that some of the houses of | land, evicted in May, 1900, and who 
these labourers had not been pronounced | offered a year’s rent in discharge of 


C2 
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arrears, has since been admitted back | 
to his holding ; and will he take steps | 
to expedite the sale of the estate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The petition for 
sale of this estate was dismissed by the 
land judge in July of last year. The 
land judge has no knowledge of, or 
control over, any proceedings between 
the parties subsequent to that date, or of 
the alleged reinstatement of an evicted | 
tenant. 


TIPPERARY RENT APPEALS. 

Mr. LUNDON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, during the month of 
July, he received from the No. 2 Tip- 
perary District Council a_ resolution 
stating that on account of the way in\ 
which rents are fixed of the appeals by 
landlords to the Chief Commission who 
raise the rents they called on the Govern- 
ment to pass a Compulsory Land Purchase 
Bill ; and whether he will use his in- 
fluence early next session to give effect 
to the above resolution. 


Mr. WYNDHAM ; This question has 


been repeatedly answered by me. 


SANITATION AT BANBRIDGE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Banbridge medical officer of 
health several times reported to the 
Banbridge Urban Council that 421 
houses in the Western Ward and 134 
houses in the Eastern Ward in Banbridge 
are without back doors, ash pits, water 
closets, or any sanitary accommodation ; 
and will he state what action the Local 
Government Board has taken to compel | 
the Banbridge Urban Council to carry 
out the provisions of the Public Health 
Art. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The medical officer 
of health has reported that a large num- 
ber of houses in the district are without 
back doors, and that some of these | 
houses require to be dealt with in a 
radical manner. The Local Govern- 


| 


ment Board has no power to intervene 
in the matter unless complaint of default 
is made under Section 15 of the Public | 
Health Act, 1896. 


| 
{ 
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IRISH LAND COURT VALUERS, 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether court land 


_valuers in Ireland are required to pass 


any examination to test their fitness for 
valuing land ; if not, can he say in what 
way, and by whom, are their qualifica- 
tions tested. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The fitness of 


/county court valuers nominated by the 


Land Commissioners under Section 32 
of the Land Act of 1887 is not tested by 
examinations ; but the Commissioners 
have opportunities of judging the quali- 
fications of all applicants for the position 
from hearing their evidence in cases that 
come before the Commissioners on 
appeal. A Return is now in preparation 
on the motion of the hon. Member for 
North Longford setting forth the names 
and qualifications of the valuers who 
were employed during the past three 
years. 


LIFE SENTENCES—PREROGATIVE OF 
MERCY. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 

tenant of Ireland, having regard to the 


/number of cases both in England and 


Ireland in recent years in which life sen- 


'tences have been dealt with as if they 


were for a term of twenty years, and to 


pre fact that convicts under life sentences 
1 


ave been released upon the expiration 
of fifteen years imprisonment, whether 
he will advise His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland to treat with like 
clemency prisoners like Finigan and Mul- 
downey, now confined in Mountjoy and 
Maryborough prisons, each of whom has 
been confined for about eighteen years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The exercise of 


the prerogative of mercy is vested in the 


| Lord Lieutenant, and it would be entirely 


outside my province to advise him as 
suggested in the question. Any fresh 
representations, if they can be urged, 


‘in favour of a mitigation of the sentence 


on the two convicts named should be 
addressed in the usual way to the Lord 
Lieutenant. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered the 
first part of my question. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I fancy that in 
both countries the prerogative is only 
exercised by the constituted authority. 


FERMANAGH BOUNDARIES ~— PRO- 
TESTANT AND ROMAN CATHOLIC 
REPRESENTATION ON LOCAL BODIES. 
Mr. JORDAN: I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

of Ireland whether he can state the 

numbers of Roman Catholics and Protes- 
tants respectively in the county Fer- 
managh at the last census; has his 
attention been called to a scheme, dated 
the 5th July, 1901, framed by the county 
council of Fermanagh, whereby the 

Roman Catholics, who, according to the 

former Census Returns, were in a 

majority of the population, are, by a 

rearrangement of local districts and a 

reduction of representatives, to be placed 

in a permanent minority in the county 
council and in the district councils. 

Will the inquiry into the scheme asked 

for by the county council be granted 

by the Local Government Board? If so, 
will it be conducted by a Roman Catholic 
or a Protestant inspector ; and is there 
any precedent for such an inquiry 


under the Local Government Act, 
1898. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Roman 


Catholic population of the county at the 
recent census was 36,066 ; the Protestant 
population was 29,168. The county 
council has prepared a scheme proposing 
alterations in the boundaries of local 
areas with the object of removing 
inequalities in the electorate and repre- 
sentation, but there is nothing in the 
scheme to indicate that it would have 
the effect suggested. The council has 
been informed that no alterations, even 
if made, could take effect until January, 
1903, and that the further consideration 
of the matter should be deferred until 
after the election of councillors in 
January of next year. I am unable to 
say whether an inquiry will ultimately be 
granted ; or, if so, what inspector will 
hold it. Such an inquiry was lately 
held in Dubiin. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.) : Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that this 
scheme was initiated by a Tory election 
agent at Belfast % 





[No answer was returned.] 
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ENNISKILLEN BOUNDARIES — PRO- 
TESTANT AND ROMAN CATHOLIC 
REPRESENTATION ON LOCAL BODIES. 
Mr. JORDAN: I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

of Ireland whether he will state the 

numbers of Roman Catholics and Protes- 
tants respectively in the urban district 
of Enniskillen ; has his attention been 
directed to a motion before the urban 
council to frame and submit to the county 
council a scheme of wards, and an alter- 
ation and enlargement of the urban 
district boundary, whereby Roman 
Catholics, notwithstanding their numbers, 
are to be placed in a permanent minority 
so far as representation to the urban 
council, the board of guardians, and the 
county council are concerned; and 
what action will the Local Government 
Board take under such circumstances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Until the detailed 
Census Returns for the county Fer- 
managh are published it cannot be 
stated what are the religious propor- 
| tions of the pepulation of electoral areas. 
| | am aware it is proposed to alter the area 
|of the urban district, and to divide it 
}into wards, but I cannot say whether 
ithe proposal would have the effect 
lalleged. The Local Government Board 
cannot take action at the present stage, 
the matter must first be dealt with by the 
urban and county councils. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take care that no scheme 
of jerrymandering is started ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No such scheme 
has come before the Board. If one does, 
and the allegation is made, the matter is 
certainly one which shall be considered. 





CROWN QUIT RENTS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether any 
arrangement will be made to enable 
the quit rents which are the property 
of the Crown in Ireland to be available 
for Irish purposes. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I can add 
nothing to the several replies I have 
already given on this subject. I 


have done my best to explain to the hon. 
Member that it is impossible to meet his 
wishes in this matter. 











75 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 76 


Captain DONELAN: Will the right} Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
hon. Gentleman consider the desirability | President of the Board of Trade whether 
of ear-marking the rents for Irish pur-| he is aware that the Earl of Kenmare 
poses ? claims a right to the rocks, sand, and 

| seaweed on the foreshore of Bantry Ba; 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir. | between Newtown and Gurteenroe, and 

can he state whether the Crown has 
r fond ade its right to the said foreshore 
BANTRY BAY FORESHORE. 'to the Earl of Kenmare, and, if so, for 
Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the what consideration. 
President of the Board of Trade whether | 
when Lord Ardilaun, as trustee to the | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
Bantry estate, purchased the rights of | J am not aware that the Earl of Kenmare 
the Crown to portions of the foreshore has made any claim with respect to the 
of Bantry Bay for a sum of £10, inquiries foreshore of Bantry Bay between New- 
were made as to the value of said fore- town and Gurteenroe. The Crown has 
shore; and, if they were, will he not alienated its rights in the foreshore 
say of whom ; and whether competition | jn question. 
was invited. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Trustees of the Bantry estate advanced 
a claim to certain parts of the foreshore 
of Bantry Bay, and, having regard to the 
difficulty of proving the Crown title, 
the Board of Trade were advised to 
accept an offer of £10 for the rights of 
the Crown, subject to covenants for 
preserving the rights of the public. : 
fe 3 ste ae a bon 6b Chis kind oe te arrangement entered into between the 

eee sie cx Board of Trade and the said trustees in 
the title is disputed, to obtain a valua- 1898 
tion, or to offer to sell to anyone other | ~~*~" 
than the owner of the adjacent land. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
in view of the fact that Lord Ardilaun 
and his co-trustees of the Bantry estate 
have sub-let the foreshore of Bantry Bay 
between Reenmeen East and Newtown, 
and that gravel is sold and carried off the 
foreshore, he will consider, in the public 
interest, the advisability of cancelling the 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The aet 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Did not the) of selling and removing gravel from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s predecessor give foreshore would not entitle the Board of 
an undertaking that in future these Trade to cancel the arrangement made 
sales should not take place without) by them with the trustees of the Bantry 
due public notice ? estate in 1898. The Board of Trade have 
: 7 yever, ‘ohibi > removi 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am POWe™ however, to prohi it the removal 
of materials where necessary for the 

not aware of that. | : : ’ 

| protection of the coast. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the Crown has assigned its right to the 
foreshore of Bantry Bay between Bluehill 
and the public road adjacent to the Abbey | 
burial ground to the receiver on the | 


White estate, and, if so, for what con- | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
sideration. _ aware of it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir,, Mr. T. M. HEALY: Ought not your 
the Crown has not alienated any part of | subordinates to be aware of it? 
the foreshore referred to by the hon. | 
Member to the receiver of the W hite | Mr. GILHOOLY : Can we see a copy 
estate. A portion of that foreshore was | of the agreement, so as to know what 
included in the sale to the trustees of the | rights are reserved 2 
Bantry estates, but the larger portion | 
still remains the property of the Crown. | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is there no record 
of the pledge publicly given by the right 
hon. Gentleman’s predecessor on the 
18th August, 1894, on this subject ? 
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{IRISH HARBOUR BOARD REVENUES. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- | 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he, 
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beter without complaint for many years 
before the Athlone gas supply was taken 
over by the district council. 


has received communications from a | 


committee representing the Irish Har- | 
bour Board as to the inadequacy of the | 


revenue derived under the existing 
system of registered tonnage with a 


certain class of vessels, and whether he| 


will confer with this committee, or a 
deputation, to devise a remedy. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 


I have received communications to the | 


effect stated in the question, and I have 
replied that for reasons stated in the 
Board’s letters I do not think any useful 


purpose would be served by my receiving | 


a deputation on the subject at the present 
time. 


Mr. FIELD: When will the Minute 
be issued ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : [ hope the 
revised instructions will be out in a few 


days. 


ATHLONE BARRACKS GASWORKS. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the military 
gasworks in Athlone Barracks are used 
by a private contractor to supply gas to 
the Midland Great Western Railway 
Company, although the Athlone Urban 
Council supply gas for public and private 
lighting in the town, and have recently 
expended £4,500 on improvements in the 
gasworks and mains; whether, 


seeing | 


IRiSH POSTMASTERSHIPS. 
| Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: 1 beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the VFostmaster General, 
whether, seeing that five officers holding 
appointments in English post offices 
'have been appointed to five Irish post- 
masterships since Ist January, 1900, an 
equal number of officers holding appoint- 
ments in Irish offices will be appointed 
to vacant postmasterships in England 
or Scotland during the present year, so 
as to equalise promotion from Irish 
post offices ; and can he state how many 
applications from Irish offices were re- 
ceived for the respective vacancies, 
and how many of the applicants were 
| qualified to discharge the duties of post- 
master. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
| Ninety-seven applications for the vacant 
| postmasterships referred to were received 

from officers of the Department in Ire- 
|land. Of the persons applying, forty-sis 
| were recommended as competent to fill 
'the vacant posts. Postmasterships are, 
however, filled by the appointment, 
irrespective of the locality in which the 
officer concerned may be serving, of the 
‘candidate whose claims and qualifica- 
‘tions are considered to render him the 
most eligible for the vacancy. And in 
these circumstances the Postmaster 
General is unable to give any such under- 
| taking as that suggested. 


that the military gasworks are handed | 
over fully equipped to a contractor to | 


thus compete against the town supply, | 


the military authorities sanction this 


arrangement. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. In 


reply to the second paragraph, the con-_ 


tractor is liable for maintenance ; the 
buildings, ete., have been handed over 
to him by the War Department, and this 
has been taken into account in fixing the 
terms of the contract. There have been 
arrangements of a somewhat similar 
character sanctioned in connection with 
the gas supply at other stations. The 
arrangement in question had been in 





IRISH MAILS. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
|ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he is aware that the English night mail 
which is due in Cookstown at 9.55 did 
not arrive in that town till after twelve 
(noon) on 30th July, 31st July, 1st 
August, and also on one day in the pre- 
ceding week ; and whether, seeing that 
these frequent delays, which cause so 
much inconvenience to the inhabitants 
of the towns of Cookstown, Coolisland, 
and Stewartstown, result from the late 
arrival of the mail steamer at Kingstown, 
steps will be taken to provide that the 
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English night mail will not in future be | 
delayed in transit, and that the steamer | 
will arrive at Kingstown in due time. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General regrets to find that 
the English mail was late in arrival at 
Cookstown on the occasions referred to 
by the hon. Member. In one case the | 
delay was due to the mail packet from 
Holyhead having been delayed by fog in 
the Channel, while on the other occasions 
the delay was due to the amount of 
passenger traffic on the railways. The 
London and North-Western Railway 
Company found it necessary to run the 
Irish night mail train in two parts, and 
as the mail packet has to await the 
arrival at Holyhead of the second part, | 
it could not be despatched until con- 
siderably after the appointed time. The 
London and North Western Company 
have been urged to take all possible 
measures for securing punctuality, and 
representations have also been addressed 
to the Great Northern of Ireland Railway 
Company, who were responsible for a 
considerable part of the delay on two of 
the occasions. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): Does not 
the ordinary express do the journey in 
less time than the mail ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


cannot answer that without notice. 


CLONMEL MAILS. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that on five days 
during the past week the mails which | 
should have reached Clonmel at 10.10 
am. did not arrive until 2.10 p.m., | 
and whether he will direct that the 
mails for Clonmel should in future be 
forwarded from Thurles by the Southern 
Railway direct, thereby ensuring the 
certainty of the mails reaching at 10 
o’clock a.m. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It | 
is true that during the nine days from 
the 26th ultimo to the 3rd instant in- | 
elusive the English mails were on five | 
occasions late in arrival at Clonmel, but | 
an*arrangement is now in operation for | 
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forwarding the mails for Clonmel direct 
from Thurles whenever the day mail 
train from Dublin is running too late 
to effect the ordinary connection at 
Limerick junction. The Postmaster 
General hopes that by this arrangement 


'a regular arrival at Clonmel will be 
| secured. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL. 

CoLonEL LONG — (Worcestershire, 
Evesham): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
character of the Royal Declaration Bill, 
and that at this period of the session 
many members are paired against each 
other who would be agreed on this par- 
ticular Bill, he will consider the advis- 
ability of not introducing it inthe House 
of Commons this session. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): If I may judge from reports which 
I have seen of what passed in another 
place, from correspondence in the news- 
papers, and from indications I have 
observed in this House, the persons for 
whose relief this Bill is intended do not 
appear to be satisfied with it. I gather 
also from a different quarter that objec- 
tion is taken to the Bill. In these cir- 
cumstances it is evidently quite impossible 
for us to deal with this matter at the 
close of the session. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What course do 
the Government propose to take on the 
First Reading, which, as I understand, 
comes on mechanically ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 


there will be no First Reading. 


LORD RUSSELL’S TRIAL. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can state the amount of 
fees paid to the law officers of the Crown 
in connection with the recent prosecution 
of Earl Russell, and also the whole ex- 


pense of the trial. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at 
present in a position to give the informa- 
tion asked for. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give an 
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undertaking [that the fees of the law/ not want these discussions to be takem 
ofticers of the Crown will be commensurate late in the evening. I will put them 
with the dignity of Parliament, having down on Wednesday, and hope we may 
regard to the fact that these unfortunate reach them fairly early. 

gentlemen only divide about £20,000 ; - 
between them annually. Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take a Saturday 
sitting in order to expedite public busi- 
| ness ? 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. ° 
Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There will, no 
Leader of the House if he has any in- doubt, be a Saturday sitting next week. 
formation to communicate in regard to : 
public business, and particularly what 
Votes will be taken to-morrow in the Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Would a 
stage of Report of Supply. meeting on Saturday next interfere with 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think pro- the Blenheim garden party ? 
bably the most convenient course will be ‘ 3 
to put down the classes in their order. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very much. 
If the right hon. Gentleman desires any- 
thing to be raised, of course I shall be 
glad to consider it ; but, as at present 
advised, I shall put down the classes in 
their order—Class 1, Class 2, and so on. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If any objection reaches me I will com- 
municate. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman fix a definite day for the 
Belfast Bill? I believe ther eare several 
deputations in London awaiting its 
coming on. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am anxious 
to bring it on as soon as I can, but I 
am hampered by not being able to tell 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards how long will be required for the con- 
Monday, I propose to take as the first sideration of the Bills coming down from 
Order the Second Reading of the Royal the Grand Committee. 

Titles Bill, which I think ought not to 

take any length of time, and then we Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked if other 

shall proceed with the Report of the business was to be taken after Supply 

Factories Bill and of the Sale of Intoxica-| was disposed of. 

ting Liquors to Children Bill. On Tues- 

day we shall take the next stage of the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 

Royal Titles Bill and what remains of may be convenient to take one or two 

the Factories Bill and the Sale of Intoxica- | small Bills, ete. 

ting Liquors to Children Bill. On 

Wednesday the main business will be the Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is that not 

Naval and Military Works Bills. On in contravention of the rule which pro- 

Thursday, if we make reasonable progress vides that on days alloted to Supply no 

with all these matters, I think it may be other business shall be taken ? 

possible to take the Second Reading of 

the Appropriation Bill. That is perhaps Mr. JOHN REDMOND: And was 

a sanguine estimate! but it is myjhope. not that rule enforced against us in the 
matter of the Catholic University Bill ? 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will remember Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I point 
that there are on the Paper three or out that on ordinary days of Supply no 
four Irish Bills—most of them of an opposed business can be taken after 
uncontentious character. Still, they will twelve o’clock, and under such cireum- 
require some discussion, and the Belfast | stances no doubt such a rule is desirable- 
Rating Bill will take some time. -and convenient. But now we have 

reached a period of the session when the: 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:: I quite appre- | twelve o'clock rule is suspended, and we: 
ciate the fact that the hon. Member does | can go on until any hour. 











83 Supply—Civil 
SUPPLY [22np Attotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Cuiass II. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£40,182, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local 
Government Board in Ireland.” 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said he had on the Paper a notice of 
motion with regard to this Vote, but he 
did not intend to move it, because he 
thought it would be more convenient 
to the Committee and his colleagues 
to take that course, in order that they 
might have an opportunity of discussing 
various other matters under this head. 


It was now more than twelve months | 


since they discussed the administration 
of the Local Government Act in Ireland, 
«and since that time they had had addi- 


tional experience of the Act and its} 


administration. One result of that ex- 


perience had been to confirm the opinion | 


which many of them held, that the Local 
Government Act was not the great 
blessing in disguise which it was sup- 
posed to be. They had also discovered 
that the drafting of the Act was not all 
that it ought to be, and it had proved 
to be a very complicated and obscure 
measure. They were now beginning 
to understand how the Act was to be 
worked, and they were now realising 
in how many directions the Act required 
to be amended. One of his complaints 
against the Local Government Act was 
that it entailed too many sacrifices and 
the spending of too much time on the 
part of those engaged in admini- 
stering the Act. He would give the 
Committee an instance of how the 
work of the Local Government Act 
affected the council with which he 
happened to be connected—namely, the 
county council of Wexford. 
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much better for them to come down ty 
| concrete cases, in order to make their 
views more thoroughly understood. The 
Local Government Act in the county of 
Wexford had made an _ extraordinary 
demand upon the leisure time of members 
of that council. Last year in Wexford 


_ they had sixteen county council meetings, 


nineteen finance committee meetings, 
and seventeen meetings of other com- 
mittees. That made a total of fifty-two 
meetings in connection with the -ounty 
council of Wexford. English members 
who were responsible for the passing 
of the Local Government Act for Ireland 
thought they had done all they ought 
to do when they had imposed the Act 
upon Ireland, and they did not think 
it any part of their business, as the 
governors of Ireland, to attend in their 
places now. English members would be 
astounded to be told that members of 
the county council had to attend meetings 
of the council and its committees on 
fifty-two occasions in the twelve months 
He thought they had in this matter a 
strong grievance, because it was owing 
to the way in which the Local Govern- 
ment Act was drafted that the county 
councils were obliged to meet so many 
‘times. In future there was a possibility 
of an increase in the number of meetings 
of the various county councils and 
committees, because since last year they 
had the Technical Instruction Act, 
which meant the calling of constant 
|meetings of a number of committees 
|for the purpose of carrying out the 
provisions of that measure. It came to 
| this, that those members of county 
;councils who lived by their own labour 
}and industry in Ireland. were supposed 
Ito give up practically half a year to the 
local administration of the country 
|and they had to do that for nothizg at 
all. In the old days it took the grand 
| juries eight days in the year to carry 
| out the administration, but now that they 
had this, magnificent system of local 
government they had to attend fifty-two 
|days in the year. After all, the county 
councils were merely doing the work the 
| grand juries were supposed to do. Now 
| the county councils must be constantly 
in session. Many members of the county 
| councils were er officio members who had 
| other public duties to attend to. 


} 
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bound to attend at the licensing sessions. 


Taking Ireland all round, the petty 
sessions met once a fortnight. Some 
of the county councillors were also 


district councillors or members of boards 
of guardians, and they had to attend 
the meetings of those bodies. The 
district councils or boards of guardians 
generally met once or twice a week, and 
the result was that, practically, gentle- 
men in Ireland who interested themselves 
in the administration of the local affairs 
of the country had to give half a year 
to the carrying on of the local work. 
That was an undue demand to make 
on the time of men who were not rich, 
and he thought that something ought 
really to be done towards endeavouring 
to simplify the administration of local 
affairs so as to remove this evil, which 
in his opinion was very great. 

He considered that to some extent 
the Local Government Board was re- 
sponsible for a great deal of this waste 
of time. There was an enormous 
amount of ridiculous correspondence 
with the Local Government Board in 
Dublin, which entailed additional work 
and necessitated the employment of 
extra clerks. Some of the letters received 
trom the Local Government Board were 
extremely amusing. A letter dated 15th 
April. 1901, to the secretary of the 
county council of Wexford was as 
follows— 

“With reference to the entry contained in 
the minutes of proceedings of the Wexford 
County Council on the 11th ultimo relative to 
the payment of poundage fees to collectors, Tam 
directed by the T.ocal Government Board for 
Ireland to request that they may be furnished 
with a return as to the state of the collection 
for the half-year ended September, 1900, on the 
22nd October, the 19th November, and the 4th 
December last.” 

There was no such entry in the minutes 
of the county council ; in fact there was 
no such meeting of the county council 
held. There was no earthly object in 
writing that letter. On this point he 
would like the Chief Secretary to 
state whether the Local Government 
Board had the right to ask county coun- 
cils to furnish copies of the minutes of 
their proceedings. There was no clause 
in the Local Government Act authorising 
the Board to make such a request. This 
was one of the ways in which the time 
of the county councils was wasted, and it 


was also a means of increasing the expense | the county expenditure within the stan- 
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of the local administration. The hon. 
Member quoted specimens of the corre- 
spondence received from the Local 
Government Board, in order to show 
that unnecessary demands were made 
on the time of county councillors. At 
a recent-meeting of the Gorey Union the 
report of Dr. Flynn, medical inspector 
of the Local Government Board, was sub- 
mitted. It contained the following with 
reference to the Coolgreany district— 
“The medical officer, at the date of my in” 
spection, had ordered medicines a fortnight 
previously : they had not then arrived. The 
contractors should execute orders with greater 
despatch, as inconvenience must arise in a dis- 
pensary district if medicines are not forwarded 
promptly when ordered.” 
What was the answer to this? The 
clerk of the union, who was a competent 
and experienced man, stated that since 
the Local Government Board circular 
of 25th February, 1901, against which 
the guardians protested at the time, the 
contractors for medicines treated the 
guardians’ order with contempt, and 
told them that they had their instructions 
from the Local Government Board, and 
that they intended to follow these instruc- 
tions. The result was that the Local 
Government Board came down upon 
the guardians for disregarding one of the 
circulars of the Board. The hon. Member 
quoted another passage from the medical 
inspector's report, which stated that— 
“A seale of fees under Article 23 of the dis- 
pensary rules has not been adopted. The 
cuardians should take this matter into their 
early consideration.” 
The answer of the guardians was that 
this scale of fees had been adopted and 
approved of by the Local Government 
Board by letter dated 3rd November, 
1899. It was all very well to say that 
they had a grant-in-aid, and there was no 
necessity to be so uneasy about small 
increases of expenditure. They were also 
told that they ought not to grudge paying 
something for freedom. It was possible 
to pay for freedom or anything else a 
great deal more than it was necessary to 
pay. Local expenditure had been in- 
creased, and amongst the ratepayers 
from one end of the country to the other 
there was nothing but grumbling as to 
the way the public money was spent, 
and the small result derived from that 
expenditure. In Wexford the amount of 
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dard year was £13,504. That sounded 
a small figure, but they were dealing with 
a country where shillings represented 
what sovereigns did on this side of the 
water. Last year the county charges 
amounted to more than £27,757. That 
was sufficient to show that the local 


administration had become very expen-| 


sive. In the standard year the amount 
spent on asylums was £4,900, and last 
year it was £14,253. In the matter of 
as\lum expenditure the Irish county 
councils had absolutely nothing to say 
except to pay the bill. They had had to 
pay out the money of the ratepayers like 
water. 

He now came to the question of 
salaries. In his own county the salaries 
amounted to £3,678, or an increase over 
the standard of £1,200. Surely there 
must besomething wrong there. Again, 
the standard cost of the preparation of 
the voters’ list was £560 ; last year it was 
nearly double—£1,048. The standard 
law charges amounted to £92; last year 
they were £516. That might be said to 
be directly due to a circular sent down 
by the Local Government Board, under 
which nearly all the officials in the county 
who wantéd to get increased remunera- 
tion or compenzation went to law with the 
county council—from inspectors of ex- 
plosives down to attendants on lunatics. 
The result was that the county council 
had to pay all sorts of legal costs. The 
auditing of asylum accounts by the Local 
Government Board auditors was much 
too expensive. One asylum had been 
charged £30 for auditing their accounts, 
and when the committee demurred to 
the Local Government Board they were 
served with a sealed order requiring the 
payment to made forthwith. No 
Department deserved more serious atten- 
tion than that of the auditors of the 
Local Government Board. They got 
all sorts of fees and travelling expenses, 
besides a subvention from the Imperial 
Treasury. He thought that, when these 
auditors were subsidised by the Imperial 
Government, the county councils and 
district councils and asylum committees 
ought not to be called upon to pay them 
fees. 
had to complain was an Order recently 


be 


issued by the Local Government Board | 


relative to the employment of nurses in 


Another question of which they | 
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Order was that temporary nurses in the 
workhouses should be paid such salaries 
as should be approved of by the Local 
Government Board. Surely that was 
a matter with which the guardians could 
themselves deal. wAnother rule was 
that the boards of guardians should 
appoint as many fully qualified nurses 
as the Local Government Board should 
direct. That rule was _ preposterous, 
although it might be conceded that in 
the case of an epidemic some trained 
nurses should be appointed. Resolutions 
had been adopted against the Order, and 
he trusted they would have the full con- 
sideration of the Chief Secretary and 
the Irish Government. There was the 
strongest reason to complain under the 
existing circumstances of the regulations 
made by the Local Government Board 
in regard to the appointment of assistant 


surveyors. There was a_ great deal 
more in this than appeared on_ the 


surface. The Local Government Board 
had laid down a scale of qualifications 
for these assistant surveyors in Ireland 
which were preposterous considering 
the state of education in Ireland. For 
instance, that scale provided that every 
person applying for such a_ position 
must either possess a diploma or degree 
in engineering from a university or 
college of science, or a certificate from 
His Majesty’s Civil Service Commissioners 


‘that he was qualified under the Civil 


Service Act; or should be an associate 
member of the Institute of Civil Engi- 
neers ot London, or an associate member 
of the Institute of Civil Engineers of 
Ireland, or of the Incorporated Associa- 
tion of Municipal and County Engineers. 
If he was an assistant surveyor on 
Ist April he must satisfy the Local 
Government Board that he was fully 
qualified for the discharge of the duties 


of his office. Now what were these 
conditions of the Local Government 
Board? That he must have served 


with a county surveyor or architect for 
two years, or that he must have been 
in attendance at an engineering school 
or some university for not less than one 
year, during which he must have been 
practically engaged in civil engineering 


or in building construction. Or he 
must pass examinations in English 
composition, arithmetic, mensuration, 


workhouses. One of the rules of that | building construction, construction of 
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culverts and roads, and be an adept | 
in chain surveying and levelling. In| 


fact what was wanted was a trained 
civil engineer and surveyor, while the 


great majority of the people of Ireland | 


who were likely to be candidates for the 
berth of assistant county surveyor 
would have no means of gaining these 
qualifications. It should be remembered 
that the salary of these assistant sur- 
yeyors was only £80 a year, while their 
work was of the most 
description— measuring, or removing 
stones on the road, seeing that the grass 
was not growing on the road, and that 
the water ran away from the roads. 
He contended that these regulations of 
the Local Government Board were an 
absolute absurdity. 

He wished to call attention to the 
recent dispute between the Wexford 
County Council and the Local Govern- 
ment Board onthe question of the 
salaries of the officials of the county 
council which had been ordered to be 
paid by the Local Government Board. 
There were debates in Parliament, and 
the result of the whole thing was that 
the Local Government Board reduced 
the salary of the county surveyor by £4. 
To anyone not accustomed to the con- 
dition of things in Ireland that would be 
simply astounding. Was it to be 
wondered at that the Irish people sym- 
pathised with all who rebelled against 
British administration, and could not 
one quite realise and understand the 
intensity of feeling which existed among 
the masses of the people against British 
rule? He wished to draw the attention 
of the Committee to a passage in the 
judgment of Chief Baron Palles, who 
tried a case in the Court of Appeal, to 
which he thought sufficient attention 
had not been given, and on which they 
ought, again and again, to ring the 
changes in order to show how British 
administration in Ireland was carried on. 
Chief Baron Palles said that the determi- 
nation of the Local Government Board 
to fix the increased remuneration im- 
posed a liability on the county council 
whether the amount was right or wrong, 
and that even if the Local Government 
Board had increased a salary by 50 per 


cent., whereas the work had only in- | 
creased 20 per cent., the county council | 


would be obliged to pay. Was it con- 
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ceivable that a law of that. kind should be 
permitted to continue, or that such an 
extraordinary perversion of justice should 
not be rectified at the earliest possible 
moment ? If it were an English Act, a 
Bill would be immediately introduced 
to amend it, and yet, although one of the 
ablest judges in Ireland described the 
law as he had stated, no action was taken. 
That was a monstrous position and ought 
to be remedied. The question in dispute 
was with a mere Irish county council, 
and of course the Local Government 
Board would not give in. They were 
determined to ride rough-shod over the 
council and to carry out their determina- 
tion at all hazards. No doubt the Chief 
Secretary would explain in the course of 
the debate that the county council ought 
to have given evidence. It was made a 
great point against the council that they 
had brought forward no evidence, but 
the reason was that, in the first place, 
they were not responsible for the inquiry 
and repudiated it; and, in the second 
place, they held that the Local Govern- 
ment Board, being an interested party, 
was incapable of holding the inquiry. 
Therefore the council would not recog- 
nise it in any shape or form, although 
they agreed to leave the question to the 
arbitration of any impartial person. He 
himself was present at the inquiry, and 
listened very carefully to what went on, 
and he was perfectly satisfied that there 
would have been no use in producing 
any evidence whatever. What had 
happened showed that the county council 
had considerable warrant for the way in 
which they acted. It would be presumed 
that the Local Government Board would 
have some knowledge of the domestic 
history of the county. For instance, it 
was stated that the work of the county 
and deputy surveyors under the Grand 
Jury was utterly impossible to fulfil. 


|Why, therefore, when they were told 


that the work was a physical impossi- 
bility, should an increase of salary be 
given for it? Again it was well known 
that the county surveyor had a free pass 
over the Irish railways, and he could not 
therefore understand why travelling 
expenses should have been claimed. 


The Local Government Board reversed 
their original decision, and reduced one 
salary by £4 and a few other salaries by 
a each. 


When that extraordinary 
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decision was made known the county 
council applied to the Local Government 
Board for the grounds on which it was 
arrived at, but the Local Government 
Board refused to give any reasons. 
Apparently they imagined that the 
matter did not affect the county council 
or the ratepayers, who had to pay the 
increased salary,and that the only persons 
interested were the Local Government 
Board themselves. The refusal of the 
Local Government Board to give the 
Wexford County Council any informa- 
tion was part of the whole system of the 
administration of the country, and was 
perfectly outrageous. The lrish Times, 
the leading paper supporting the Govern- 
ment in Ireland, referring to the refusal 
of the Local Government Board, said that 
there seemed to be no sufficient reason 
why the report of the inspector who 
carried out the local inquiry should not 
have been produced, and it added that 
the manner in which the question would 
be decided would largely determine the 
relations which would exist in future not 
merely between the Wexford County 
Council and the Local Government 
Board, but also between other county 
councils and the Board. The aim of the 
Local Government Board, added the 
Irish Times, should be to bring convic- 
tion to the minds of the members of the 
county council by explaining first of all 
their decision and then the principle 
they followed in calculating the amount 
of the increase in each case. If the Local 
Government Board, continued the /rish 
Times, would do that, it would do much 
towards gaining for them the confidence 
of the Irish county councils ; but, on the 
other hand, if the full facts were not fur- 
nished, not only would the Wexford 
County Council be dissatisfied, but other 
county councils would also be affected. 
He would invite the Chief Secretary to 
reconsider the matter. If it were to be 
brought to an issue in a peaceful manner 
there must be common sense on both | 
sides ; there must be some endeavour to 
meet the feelings of the people on the | 
part of the Local Government Board ; | 
and some explanation must be forthcom- | 
ing as to the reasons on which that Board 
acted in increasing the salaries. The | 
main objection of the Wexford County | 
Council to the increase in the salaries was | 
not that they were too ee 
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they were too high—but that the action 
of the Local Government Board reduced 
the Local Government Act to a nullity 
by imposing liabilities on the taxpayers 
and treating the representatives of the 
people with absolute disregard. Had the 
Local Government Board really wished 
for a satisfactory conclusion, the matter 
could have been settled over and over 
again. It would have been settled when 


the predecessor of the right hon. Gentle- 


man was in office if the Board had shown 
any common sense. He invited the Chief 
Secretary again to give the county council 
the reasons which led the Local Govern- 
ment Board to increase the salaries. 
He went further, and said that, if the 
grounds on which the Board acted were 
reasonable, he would do his best to induce 
the county council to take a reasonable 
view of the matter. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would realise that the question 
was a very serious one. Even though 
the case was decided in the courts against 
the county council, it did not follow that 


/the course pursued by the Board was 


desirable. For his part he was extremely 
anxious to find a solution of the difficulty, 
but the matter rested altogether with the 
Chief Secretary and the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) 
said he had listened with the utmost 
attention to the eloquent and exhaustive 
speech of the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Wexford on the administration of the 
Local Government Act, with whose re- 
marks he entirely concurred. He did 
not propose to follow on the same lines. 
There was another phase of the adminis- 
tration of the Local Government Board 
to which he would direct attention, espe- 
cially as it affected the well-being, com- 
fort, and better housing of a large pro- 
tion of the Irish population. He referred 
to the manner in which the Labourers 
Acts were interpreted and administered, 
to the almost interminable delays which 
occurred, and to the generally unsatis- 
factory condition of their application. 
The duty was forced upon Irish members 
by their constituents every other day ol 
bringing under the notice of this House 
instances of hardships and of the vagaries 


and absurdities of Local Government 
Board inspectors in the rejection of appli- 
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cations for labourers’ cottages. 
cause appeared to be good enough to de- 
prive a poor labourer of his cottage. 

In the case of the Cork Rural District 
Council they found the inspector ad- 
yancing the luminous reason for throwing 
ing out whole batches of cottages that 
they were apparently not required. In 
other cases the equally solid and conclu- 
sive reason was advanced that the land- 
lord objected, the tenant wanted the 
land for himself, and a host of other 
equally silly and absurd causes. It was 
a standing ground of complaint with the 
working men in Ireland that the La- 
bourers Acts were not administered in 
a manner sympathetic to them, and as 
this was a question which seriously 
affected the material and moral progress 
of the country it was one which should 
engage the very best attention which the 
Government could bestow on it. He 
held if there was to be any respect for the 
administration of the Labourers Acts 
in Ireland, definite and conclusive reasons 
should be assigned in each case by the 
inspector, setting forth the points of evi- 
dence upon which he decided to reject 
cottages. This would be at least one 
step in the right direction, and he felt 
assured that if an Order to this effect 
were issued by the Local Government 
Board fewer cottages would be rejected, 
and the feeling of discontent which at 
present existed amongst the working 
men would be considerably lessened. 

Schemes of cottages were often pre- 
pared with great difficulty and expense 
byruraldistrict councils, they investigated 
everyclaim,and passed none which did not 
appear to them a just and reasonable 
one, and yet when these schemes were 
sent forward to the Local Government 
Board, when inquiries were held and 
the result sent down to the councils, after 
all the care and all the trouble that had 
been taken in communication with them, 
was it not a galling state of things that 
frequently more than one-half of the 
cottages originally applied for were 
rejected ? Undoubtedly one of the great 
contributory causes to the depopulation 
of Ireland was the fact that the working 
classes were so badly housed. The 


Labourers Acts have been in operation 
for close upon twenty years, but it was a 
striking commentary upon the manner 
in which they had been administered 
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that thousands of labourers in Ireland 
| still lived in wretched abodes, and that 
‘in no case, except perhaps in that of 
Macroom, in his own constituency, was 
the limit of taxation in respect to cottages 
—namely, 1s. in the £—reached. In this 
age of progress, and when the means of 
travelling to other countries were so 
moderate, people would not live in hovels 
in which the brute beasts would not be 
housed, and which were the fruitful 
breeding grounds of epidemics of the 
worst and most malevolent kind. 

He now came to the question of delays 
—delays of the law and of the Local 
Government Board. Notwithstanding 
the replies of the Chief Secretary to 
questions of his on the subject, he con- 
tended that the Local Government Board 
were responsible for delays in the holding. 
of inquiries into improvement schemes, 
and he had the admission of the right 
hon. Gentleman that three inspectors 
had to be appointed temporarily to cope 
with the work which the Custom House 
authorities in their carelessness allowed 
to accumulate. This, to his mind, was 
sufficient refutation of the assertion of 
the Chief Secretary that no delays 
occurred. He held, and he knew it of 
his own knowledge to be a fact, and he 
was certain if the Chief Secretary took 
the trouble to inquire he would find it 
to be so, that even, after all the pre- 
liminaries had been complied with, and 
all the necessary documents sent to the 
Local Government Board, a year often 
elapses before an inquiry was held. Then, 
if there were any appeals from the deci- 
sion of the Local Government Board, they 
must go before the Privy Council, and 
more time was wasted. And, finally, 
before the order would be made absolute, 
a Local Government arbitrator must 
assess the compensation to be awarded 
to the landlord and tenant. Hence it not 
infrequently happened that from the time 
a rural district council adopted a resolu- 
tion to execute an improvement scheme 
until that scheme was finally sanctioned 
by the Local Government Board a period 
of three years elapsed, which, if the laws 
were properly framed and applied, should 
not take six months altogether. Such 
were the law’s delays, and such the 
absurd red-tapeism of the well-known 
circumlocution office in Dublin. Not 


‘only did this meaningless procedure in- 














95 Supply— ivil {COMMONS} Service Esti:nates. 96 


volve loss to the ratepayers, but it was | coasts. They reaped the harvest of the 
also a great injustice to the labourers, sea, they swept it with their nets, they 
who were kept for years waiting for braved its dangers, they had a most irk- 
<ottages. ‘some and a most toilsome calling, yet 
The next point in his criticism of the would it be believed they did not come 
Local Government Board was the fact within the scope of the Labourers Acts ; 
that the supervision exercised by their| they could not become tenants of 
engineering inspectors over the erection labourers’ cottages unless they devoted 
-of labourers’ cottages was most inefficient a considerable portion of the year to 
and most unsatisfactory. Indeed, of | agricultural work, and were paid for 
their inspectors it might be said they that work by actual wages. Could 
came, they saw, and they reported. anything be more absurd or more unjust 
That appeared to be the beginning and than this? He had before his mind at 
the end of their work. The duty was this moment the cases of a number of 
cast upon them of seeing that the houses fishermen in the Skibbereen Union, who 
were properly built with the right recently applied for labourers’ cottages, 
materials, and the final instalment of but every one of whose applications were 
the contract money could not be paid rejected because the Local Government 
to the contractor until a certificate was Board inspector held that they did not 
given by the Local Government Board spend a sufficient portion of the year at 
engineering inspector that the house agricultural work, though they gave 
was in every way built according to plan evidence that they worked occasionally 
and specification. It was notorious that for neighbouring farmers. All he could 
eontracts had been frequently scamped, say of such conduct was that where Local 
that the cottages had been jerry-built Government Board inspectors thus in- 
and put together anyhow, with the result | terpreted the law, God help the poor 
that the occupants were in a constant | fishermen. 
state of revolt, rents were not paid, re-/ He took occasion some months ago to 
pairs had to be constantly made, the visit a number of houses occupied by 
cottages were a disgrace, and the purpose fishermen in south-west Cork, and he 
and intention of the Labourers Acts were | could not convey to this House bv words 
frustrated. Of course, it was not to be the faintest idea of their wretchedness 
supposed that the engineers appointed by and squalidness. Many of them had 
the rural district councils were to be only one compartment, which was 
absolved from all blame. He was free kitchen, bedroom, and all: others had 
to admit that they were often incom- no proper division for the sexes, and 
petent, and selected without due reference young and old, male and female, lived 
to their qualifications, but, if this was so, and slept indiscriminately together, and 
why did the Local Government Board, this was doubtless a shocking picture, 
which possessed a veto in the matter, but it was painfully true, and what was 
sanction their appointment, and why did more, it was a disgrace to the Govern- 
it not put down its foot and insist on | ment which did not seek to instantly 
the appointment of properly qualified remove it. He could honestly aver that 
engineers ? Looked at from any point of | in any single one of the fishermen’s 
view, he submitted that the Local Govern- houses which he visited none of the 
ment Board was primarily responsible for gentlemen sitting on the opposite 
the erection of badly-constructed houses, benches would even kennel a dog for 
and that before the bar of public opinion | which they entertained the slightest 
they would be held guilty of gross neglect | regard. That being so, he made an 
in this respect. earnest appeal to the Chief Secretary to 
The most scandalous feature in con-| introduce legislation early in the next 
nection with the administration of the session which would bring fishermen 
Labourers Acts, the greatest defect in| by mere right of their avocation within 
their provisions, was the manner in which | the operations of the Labourers Acts ; 
they dealt with fishermen. He was not and not only did he make this appeal 
exaggerating when he said that there was | for fishermen, but extended it also for 
no'more deserving or industrious body | the rural tradesmen, and for every class 
of Irishmen than the fishermen off its | of working men who were not at present 


Mr. Sheehan, | 
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decently housed, and whose position and 
prospects would be improved, whose 
social status would be elevated were they 
provided with better dwellings and 
reasonable plots of land. The rural 
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consideration the advisability of retorm- 
ing, where such was found to be neces- 
sary, the administration of the Labourers 


| Acts. 


tradesman was a most important part | 


of the economy of any district ; he was 


necessary to the farming, fishing com- | 


munity, and he should be fixed and 
rooted on the soil. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would not overlook their 
claims when an amendment of the 
Labourers Acts came to be considered. 
He would now pass to the personnel of 
the inspectors. The Irish Government 
departments appeared to be repositories 
for all the half-pay officers of the Army, 
for Militia colonels—he believed they 
called them Saturday to Monday colonels 
in this country—and for at least one son 


of a well-known Orange member of 
Parliament for the north of Ireland, 


whom he did not see in his place at this 
moment. He maintained that it was 
ridiculous and absurd to expect that 
there could be proper 
of the Labourers Acts when gentlemen 
such as these were appointed as in- 
What did they know about 
legal technicalities ? Nothing whatever, 
and he was firmly convinced when any 
question of doubt arose their lean- 
ings were not on the side of the unfor- 
tunate labourer. A juster selection, and 
one more in accord with the views and 
opinions of the people, should be made 
than that at present favoured by the 
Government. 

He wished in conclusion to say a few 
words on the question of appeals to the 
Privy Council. As the law at present 
stood, should any party feel dissatisfied 
with the result of the Local Government 
Board inquiry, they might appeal to 
the Privy Council, which would necessi- 
tate taking the whole union staff to 
Dublin, and would mean the addition 
of a considerable burden to the taxes 
borne by the ratepayers. A much 
simpler method in his opinion was, if 


spect Ts. 


there must be an appeal, let it be to the | 


| tration of those Acts. 


county court judge or the Land Sub- 
Commission, neither of which tribunals 
could be regarded as prejudiced on the 
labourers’ side. He did not wish to 


oxcupy the time of the Committee further, 
but he expressed the hope that the 
Chief Secretary would seriously take into 
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administration | 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.) said he 
found himself a good deal in agreement 
with the hon. Member who had last 
spoken on this subject of the housing 
of the labouring classes, for it was a 
grievance which was felt in the north of 


Ireland as much as in the south. He 
thought, however, that a great deal 


depended upon the manner in which 
the rural sanitary authorities exercised 
their powers in respect to the houses 
inhabited by the working classes, some 
of which, for sanitary reasons alone, 
ought to be condemned. Whether they 
started under the Labourers Act or the 
Public Health Act, in order to begin 
at the root of the whole matter, they 
must first have the certificate of their 
sanitary officer. He thought sanitary 
officers might do a great deal more 
towards solving this problem. Who 
were those sanitary officers in Ireland ? 
In almost every case they were the dis- 
pensary doctors. There were no more 
highly respectable men in Ireland than 
those doctors, for they knew the people 
well, and it was upon these men that 
they placed the duty of reporting insani- 
tary property. They ought to remember 
that while this officer had to report 
instances of insanitary houses on the 
one hand, he was absolutely the servant 
of the rural council on the other hand. 
The rural council had to decide his 
pension, and they were his masters, and 


‘had the control of his superannuation. 


When a sanitary officer found himself 
in such a position in a small country 


i district they all knew what influences 


were brought to bear. Until they took 
this duty off the shoulders of the dis- 
pensary doctors and appointed inde- 
pendent inspectors to deal with the 
housing of the working classes in Ireland, 
they would not be doing anything to 
get at the real difficulty in the adminis- 
Inquiries were 


held under the Labourers’ Cottages Act 
in the various unions, but the present 
system of inquiry was very unsatisfactory. 
He had nothing whatever to say against 
the eonduct of tke Local Governrrertt: 
Boar ‘imgbectors at + those rnquiries. 
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Under the present system he did not 
thnk anything more could be done 
th n was being done. What they ought 
to do was to appoint independent in- 
spectors to report directly to the Local 
Government Board, and then have the 
matter brought before the rural council 
in the ordinary way. In that way they 
would get out of the difficulty by degrees. 
lf they would insist on enforcing the 
sanitary provisions of the Public Health 
Act, they would also be doing a great 
deal for the labourers, but until they 
took the burden off the shoulders of the 
dispensary doctors they would never 
get independent or impartial reports. 
He hoped that sooner or later they would 
have some inspectors appointed who 
would go through the country and find 
out for themselves what was really 
required. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
he could not agree with the argument 
of the hon. Member for North Antrim in 
regard to the work of the dispensary 
doctors. In the first place, the labourers 
and their friends prepared their appli- 
cation, and all the dispensary doctors had 
to do was to certify whether the cottage 
was in a sanitary condition. Consequently 
it was not true that the doctor in certi- 
fying a house was placing himself at the 
merey of the local authority. The esti- 
mate of three years given by the hon. 
Member for Mid Cork for the passage of a 
scheme was not at all equal to his own 
experience, for he had known a period of 
four years and nine months elapse in the 
ease of one scheme. He had seen the 
Local Government Board led away upon 
the smallest nonsensical idea on the part 
of the land owners. The inspectors were 
not in sympathy with the labourers or 
the farmers, and when they went into 
poor districts, composed largely of 
Nationalists, they pitched out the appli- 
cations by the score. ‘The delay in inves- 
tigating cases was most appalling. There 
was a very large sum down in the Vote 
for salaries for the inspectors, and large 
amounts were allowed 
travelling expenses, and the 
councils also had to contribute to the 
expenses incurred by them. 
tution of the Local Government Board 
vas most obiectiona ble to the Trish people. 
Parjament gave thera a Lovat Govern- 
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ment Act creating county and district 


councils, and then the harmonious 
working of the Act was hampered 
by the Local Government Board, 


which was out of sympathy altogether 
with the needs of the people of Ireland, 
They appointed a temporary Commis. 
sioner at a salary of £1,000 a year, and 
they made him the representative of the 
Grand Jury, which was hostile and 
antagonistic to every national sentiment 
in Ireland. In the year 1881 the 
Nationalists took over the control of the 
boards of guardians in Ireland. The 
Irish workhouses were then in a most 
wretched and miserable state: no ven- 
tilation, bad light, insufficient bed and 
bedding. The camps in South Africa 
could not be worse than the Irish work- 
houses were at that time. What had 
happened since? They set to work to 
improve that state of things. Now the 
workhouses were well ventilated, the 
light was good, and the inmates were 
getting proper food. And notwithstand- 
ing that all this had been done the Local 
Government Board were daily trying 
to force them to increase the 
modation and provision for the inmates 
simply in order to send up the rates, 
Take the years 1878 and 1898. In 1878 
the population of Ireland was 5,282,246 
whilst in 1898 the population was 
4,576,181, or a decrease of 706.065. In 
the year 1878 the taxes amounted to 
£2.039,783, and in the year 1898 the 
total was £2,361,575, or an 
£321,792. This result had taken place 
in face of the fact that a great decrease 
had taken place in the number of inmates 
in those institutions. In the year 1881 
the population was 5,174,836, the Poor 
Law expenditure £965,128, while the 
number relieved was 589,849; in the 
year 1898 the population was 4,576,181, 
the Poor Law expenditure £981,333, 
and the number relieved fell to 525,104. 
So that in the year 1898, as compared 
with the year 1881, although the number 
of inmates relieved had been reduced 
by 64,745, the expenditure upon Poor 
Law institutions had increased by 
£16,205. That showed distinctly that it 
was not in relief to the poor that they 
were spending the money, but it was 
| being spent in salaries and other ex- 
| penses, which the Local Government 
| Board were forcing upon the local boards 
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of guardians. He knew of one cas: 
where an item was surcharged, although 
the expenditure had been ordered at the 
very instance of the Local Government 
Board. The Local Government Board, 
by every possible means they could 
devise, were making such conditions in 
the qualifications for officers and officials 
as would debar Nationalists from getting 
those appointments. The securities they 
were insisting upon for rate collectors 
were so high that this fact alone would 
deprive the poorer classes of the chance of 
ever getting such appointments, because 
thev would not be able to give the 
security required. For years the Local 
Government Board in Ireland had been 
endeavouring to force additional officers 
upon the guardians, but he was glad to 
siy that in most cases the boards of 
suardians had been equal to the occasion. 
It had been laid down that they must 
have specially trained nurses, and this 
seemed the thin end ol the wedg* which 
was aimed at a section of the community 
who had conferred the greatest benefit 
upon the people of Ireland—he alluded 
tothe nuns. An attempt had been made 
to compel the guardians to disqualify 
those nurses unless they went through 
a course of training, but it would be a 
very unpleasant thing indeed to put any 
other nurses over the heads of those now 
in the institutions on account of this new 
faddist idea. They knew what class 
of nurses the Local Government Board 
wonld send down. He saw on the Paper 
that morning a question with regard to 
the high sheriff of some county having 
gone with a sledge hammer and broken 
into the office of the secretary of the 
county council. That was a matter 
which demanded explanation, and he 
hoped the Chief Secretary would give an 
assuranee that such conduct would not 
be tolerated. He ealled attention to the 
fact that a new system of county council 
book-keeping had been introduced by the 
officials of the Local Government Board 

in Dublin. It appeared to him that the 
system was very complicated. One of | 
the auditors when asked what should 

be put in a certain column could not 

tell. This new system would necessitate | 
the employment of four or six times the | 
present staff. Besides being unwork- | 
able and extravagant the system would | 
cause terrible worry to the officials. 
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‘There were five times the number oi 
books now as compared with the old 
system. It was an extraordinary fact 
that the Local Government Board gentle- 
man who devised this system of keeping 
the accounts had actually sent out a 
circular to the county and _ district 
councils recommending the books which 
were to be got from a certain printing 
firm in Dublin. Irishmen were not very 
suspicious in some things, but it looked 
very like as if there was a little bit of con - 
mission in a transaction of this kind. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he would undertake to demonstrate to 
the Chief Secretary that the Order of 
the Local Government Board with 
regard to the examination of assistant 
surveyors as prescribed in a very elaborate 
code had now become ultra vires and 
illegal. Under the Act of 1837 an assist- 
ant county surveyor was to receive £70 
a year, and it could not be raised by any 
means. In 1864 or 1865 an amending 
Act was passed raising the salary to £80 
a year, and that amount for all future 
appointments was to be the maximum. 
He quoted the Local Government Board 
teport of 1890 to show the con- 
struction which the Board had put upon 
the Local Government Act, and that it 
was upon the basis of their construction 
—a construction which had been nul- 
lified by the Court of Appeal in Ireland— 
that they had prescribed these examina- 
tions. The hon. Member pointed out 
that one of the paragraphs in the Report 
prescribed the qualifications for candi- 
dates who, on obtaining appointments, 
were to begin at a minimum of £120 a 
year, and who, according to his con- 
struction, might go up to a maximum of 
£250 a year. It might be a very reason- 


able thing that a man who might get 


a salary of £250 a year should know 
mensuration, trigonometry, French, 
German, and the classics, although he 
did not think such qualifications were 
required in connection with the mending 
of roads. But no salary in any future 
appointment could be more than the 
maximum prescribed by the Acts of 
1837 and 1864, and therefore all this 
about scale and the men having a maxi- 
mum and minimum salary, according 
to the size of their divisions, had been 
done away with. With regard to exist- 


D2 ‘ , 











103 Supply—Civil 


ing officers, no examination could be 
prescribed because they were already in 
office, and therefore French, German, 
mensuration, and trigonometry did not 
apply to them. The examination code 
could only be applied to new men. Was 
it not an absurdity to say that some 
of these unfortunate men should be 
acquainted with the subjects mentioned 
in the code? Some of them, he knew, 
were decent, honest, respectable trades- 
men. He knew one who wasa carpenter, 
and a very good carpenter, but to suggest 
that that man should know mensuration 
and trigonometry was an absurdity. 
Therefore, if the Local Government 
Board had had any reasonable regard 
for the decision of the law courts, they 
would have withdrawn this absurd 
qualification examination as a necessary 
corollary of their defeat by the Wexford 
County Council. 

A great deal of mischief had arisen in 
the working of the Local Government Act 
from the appointment of Mr. Bagnell, 
and he wished to ask the Government as 
to his retention in office. He strongly 
protested against Mr. Morris being 
retired. That gentleman offered an 
additional term of service of two or 
three years—in other words, they sug- 
gested that he should take the burden 
of seeing in motion this new system. 
He would thereby have got an addition 
of two or three years salary, and he would 
have got all the dirty work and none of 
the reasonable honour and glory after 
the Act had been started. The appoint- 
ment of Mr. Bagnell was made to placate 
the House of Lords. The Act was 
passed by the House of Lords with a 
private understanding with the Irish 
landlords that some strong, offensive 
gentleman should be appointed, and 
accordingly they picked out the most 
offensive member of the Grand Jury 
who could be found. Mr. Bagnell had 
not been that success which they were 
led to believe. He began his career of 
oftice by declaring that the Local Govern- 
ment Act was the worst-drafted Act 
that had ever been passed. If the 
Government had had one spark of 
spunk in regard to the measure on which 
they spent their nights and days they 
would have kicked him out of office 
without any more ceremony than they 
would kick out a hall porter. 


Mr. T. M, Healy, 
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retained in office with the usual caution. 
because he had strong friends in the 
Ministry, and, of course, his expulsion 
would only have given offence to that 
body. He understood Mr. Bagnell was 
only appointed for three years. [An 
Hon. MeMBER: Five years.] Well, 
worse luck. If he had been appointed 
for five years they might expect some 
hundreds and thousands of pounds more 
on the Irish rates. The zeal of these 
people for the poor of Ireland synchro- 
nised exactly with the moment when the 
landlords were relieved. They had 
shown great zeal for lunatics. It was a 
mistake for any man to be sane in Ire- 
land. So long as a man was a_ poor 
labourer in Ireland he was allowed 
to dwell in an insanitary house, 
and his family might have typhoid fever, 
but let him become insane and he was 
lodged in a palace at once. He got 
electric light and four meals a day, and 
port wine, and he had a magnificent 
garden to roam in, and 300 inspectors 
to come and feel his pulse. It was really 
not wonderful that lunacy was on the 
increase in Ireland. 

The same thing might be said of the 
whole system of administration. What 
he complained of strongly was that, 
in a little country of small people- 
the average valuation was something like 
£10 or £15—every penny was not scrutin 
ised by the Local Government Board. 
When one heard these inspectors talk, 
it was “* Only another 1d. or 2d. in the 
pound ” ; or * It will only cost you 2s. td. 
to bring this man in or send out that 
man.” It was perfectly scandalous that 
the Local Government Board should insist 
on the appointment of a single extra 
man when their sole aim and object ought 
to be the relief of the people. He 
sympathised to some extent with some of 
the increases in this Vote, if it were the 
fact that the increase of inspectors was 
necessary for quickening up the adminis- 
tration of the Labourers Act. But he 
would like to ask what hope there was 
for a country the whole of the local 


' administration of which was inthe hands 


of people who were alien in sympathy 
with the people for whose wants they 
were supposed to provide? How could 
it be expected that Dives would sym- 
pathise with Lazarus? He did not do 
it 2,000 years ago, and would not do so 
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to-day. 
the people who were appointed as National 
schoolmasters and appointed them as 
Local Government officers ; if they ap- 
pointed a man in a frieze coat to the 
post of Local Government Inspector, they 
would find he would look more into 
things, and his services would be much 
appreciated by the Local Government 
Board. He admitted there was an enor- 
mous difficulty, but he had come to the 
conclusion that the whole system of 
audit, inspection, and centralised govern- 
ment was not worth paying for. 
too costly. It probably saved the rates 
ls. and cost 2s. 6d. He demonstrated 
some years ago that the cost of lending 
£1 to a farmer was £5, and to-day he 
believed that with this huge army of 
inspectors and this system of quasi- 
foreigners going about and worrying 
the people for the sake of 21s. 4d. in 
the £ was too costly. It would be better 
to wink at a little jobbery—there is 
jobbery in every country, and would 
be to the end oi the world—and_ he 
thought that, as a tradesman writes off 
a certain amount of bad debts every year, 
they might write off a little for jobbery. 
and as the administration cost 10 per 
cent., they would probably save 7}. 

The system of administration was top- 
heavy and unsuitable for a small country, 
and ought to be abolished. It would 
take Sir Isaac Newton or some othe 
great mathematical mind to understand 
the books of the Local Government 
Board. Was it any wonder that they 
were all copyright, and that the copy- 
right was held by the Local Govern- 
ment Board Inspectors? In Cork there 
were sixty clerks to do the work of the 
office, which under the grand jury was 
done by two, and there were millions 
ot entries where formerly there were half 
a dozen. He saw a statement from 
Armagh which said they would have to 
build new local offices, because they had 
no room for their clerks. How was it 
the grand jury were able to do their 
work with a secretary and _ assistant 
secretary ? Having initiated this appal- 
ing system of administration, the Govern- 
ment make it a ground for increasing 
the salaries. At page ten of the Report 
it said— 

_ “In estimating the amount of extra work 
‘mposed on existing officers transferred to the 
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county council it is necessary for us to 
examine each separate office, and ascertain the 
extent and the nature of the duties connected 
with it.” 

Could not they have left it alone and 
left the clerks to make their own calcula- 
tions ? In the case of secretaries, it is 
only necessary to have some knowledge 
of the conplicated provisions of the 
Local Government Act.’” Why are they 
complicated ? The Irish representatives 
protested against the complications, but 
their protests were ignored, and the cost 
was to be put on the taxpayers of Ireland. 
Then —— 

* Orders of Council made thereunder, and to 
understand the amount, variety, and intricacies 
of the new duties devolving on the officers.” 
What are the new duties ! Suppose they 
took a road—it was the same old road, 
requiring the same amount of gravel and 
sand, and the rain of heaven descended 
upon it in the same way year after year. 
Then why was he to pay increased rates 
because the Local Government Board 
secretary kept his entries in five volumes 
when he previously made five entries, 
‘and the work involved but increased 
meetings of the county council’? The 
Grand Juries met twice a year, and they 
were able to cope with all the work. 
Now the county councils must meet thirty 
times. Fancy a county surveyor in 
Ireland getting an increase of £200 a year 
on his salary for attending the meetings 
of the county council and listening to 
the oratory and the resolutions passed 
by that body. He was not to talk, only 
to listen. That was one sub-head. 
Another sub-head was increased corre- 
spondence. Why should there be an 
increase in the correspondence ? There 
ought to be no correspondence. There 
was no correspondence between the 
grand juries and the Local Government 
Board, and why should the councils 
communicate with them? There was 
no reason under the sun that he could 
possibly imagine. ‘Increase of work 
in respect to finance.” What increase 
was there, except the keeping of 
these copyright books which had 
been prescribed? All they wanted, 
and what the Government denied 
in regard to this Local Government 


| Board, was an Act providing for an 
‘elective body, to take the place of the 


grand juries, and the handing over of the 
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powers of the grand juries to those | Board increase them by £200, £300, and 


elective bodies. 


What he complained | £400 all over the country ? 


Those who 


of was that the extra sums they had to| had to pay these enormously increased 
pay were not the result of local adminis- | 


tration, but of a state of things imposed 
upon the country by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 

The last question 
collection of the poor rate. 
he collected in the past as it had now. 
And he could find no ground whatever 
for the huge system of additions to 
salaries all along the line. One word 
with regard to what the hon. Baronet had 
said as to the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in evading the course of the 
law, as he understood the Court of Appeal 
in Ireland decided that this increase 
of £200 a year on the salary of 
this local agent was an _ illegal in- 
crease. That decision was made public, 
and he thought it was rather in- 
decent of the Local Government Board 
to take off the sum of £4, and give no 
reason for their action. They fixed the 
salary at £196. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was the head of local government in 
Ireland, but he did not know to what 
extent he was responsible, and it would be 
rather hard to hold him responsible 
ior everything done by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. But he thought in regard 
to a case which has been made the subject 
of two Parliamentary Papers, to do a 
thing of this kind was an evasion of the 
law. The hon. Baronet had made a 
suggestion of a compromise, which the 
right hon. Gentleman had accepted 
with thankfulness in the Dr. 
Cullen, whom the Local Government 
Board insisted on dismissing for an 
offence he did not commit. After two 
years wrangling the right hon. Gentle- 
man had said he would fine him a 
vear’s salary for the offence he did not 
commit and reinstate him. He con- 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on having arrived at a reasonable solution 
of that difficulty. Let him apply the same 
spirit of compromise to this question of 
salaries, which had engaged so much 
attention and aroused so much hostility. 
Everybody knew that these officials in 
Ireland were appointed by the landlords, 
and being friends and protégés of the 
landlords the salaries would be disposed 
to be fairly comfortable and reasonable. 


was as to the 


case of 


salaries were people who were living on 
potatoes and salt, and who saw their 


|sons and daughters exiled to England 


| and 


That had to | 


America in order to earn small 
wages. Was it not enough to make 
the blood of the people boil! He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would turn his 
attention to bring some persuasion on 
the Local Government Board, of which, 
after all, he was chairman. to reform 
all these matters. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHaAm, Dover): The hon. 
Baronet the Member for North Wexford 
and the hon. and learned Member who 
has just spoken have complained gener- 
ally of the additional cost to the Irish 
ratepayers which has been incurred 
since the passing of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898, and of the additional 
work which has been thrown on the local 
government bodies. One would have 
supposed that the similar Act passed 
for England had not also entailed a 
greater amount of work on the English 
county authorities, but I am sure that 
the chairmen of the quarter sessions and 
county councils in England could show 
that their work was a great deal harder 
now than before, and that the costs had 
also vastly increased. Then the hon. 
Member said that the correspondence 
had increased. Now, if the hon. Member 
only referred to the number of questions 
which I have had to answer in regard 
to labourers’ cottages alone. he would be 
able to judge of the number of letters 
which reached the Local Government 
Board on the subject of Irish local 
government, and the number of replies 
that had to be made to them. The 
blame does not rest wholly on the Local 
Government Board, for if schemes have 
to be devised for three or four years 
before a_ solution can be reached 
under the Act, there must be an enor- 
mous amount of correspondence. I 
have a great deal of sympathy with hon. 
members as to unnecessary inspections, 
but I do not know where a remedy is to 
be found. The hen. Member said that 
Ireland was over-inspected. That must 
strike everyone who has visited Ireland. 


Why, then, should the Local Government | I have heard of a gentleman who visited 


( 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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the congested districts—one of the 
poorest parts of Ireland—where he dined 


on successive evenings with the poor law , 


inspector, then with the fisheries in- 
spector, next with the public health 
inspector, and on yet another evening 
with the lunacy inspector—and then he 
left the congested district ! Whose fault 
is it? [An Irish MEmBer: Yours. | 


Anyone wh» listened to the debate this | 


afternoon or to the questions asked must 
have seen that Member after Member 
asked for more inspectors. Now if those 
little tiny points are to be determined 
with regard to the absolute justice and 


equity of the case it can only be done by | 
| old-fashioned in its love for economy, 


men of education and experience. An 


hon. Member said that they could get | 


aman to do it at £1 a week, and that 
he would give satisfaction to the people 
of Ireland. That is a very sanguine 
view. My experience is that nobody 
would give satisfaction to the people of 
Ireland, at the foot of the ranges of hills 
inthe West, who have some grievance to 
investigate, who want more labourers’ 
cottages, or that existing cottages are 
in the wrong place, except a man in 
whom they had confidence ; and I main- 
tain that they have confidence in gentle- 
men of good education, not connected 
with the locality, and who are not likely 
to be employed mainly by their neigh- 
hours. The hon. Gentleman abused 
some of the gentlemen who have been 
employed as inspectors—one especially, 
a major. [ have. however, found that 
officers of the British Army have often 
furnished the most useful administrators 
in the State. 

The hon. and learned Member for 
North Louth made a good deal of fun 
as to the distribution of patronage in 
Ireland. But the applications for posts 
are sufficiently amusing. The other 
week I had an application in the follow- 
ing terms— 





“Sir,—As it was on the 2nd February our 
beloved Queen was interred, I venture to ask 
in her name a post for my husband.”’ 


The Committee must not suppose that 
a ready ear is lent to appeals of that 
character. The hon. Member made an 
unwarrantable attack on one of my 
colleagues on the Local Government 
Board, not, of course, on personal grounds, 
but because he was in sympathy with 
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the old grand jury system, and that: 
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| therefore he ought not to have been put 


on the new Local Government Board. 
But that gentleman had been deliberately 
put on the new Board because he had 
knowledge of the old system. He was 
on the Board not as an arbiter, but as 
an assessor—a man who had been dis- 
tinguished tor the great attention he had 
given to, and had ably expounded, the 
old grand jury system. The hon. Mem- 
ber seemed to think that it had been 
this gentleman who had urged what 
he called the extravagant expenditure 
insisted upon by the Local Government 
Board. But that is not so. Asa matter 
of fact the old grand jury system was 


and in some cases that love had pushed 
economy too far. As the representative 
of the old grand jury system the gentle- 
man was a rigid economist, and it was 
not to him but to other gentlemen on 
the Local Government Board — that 
extravagance, if extravagance there has 
been, was to be attributed. But is it 
fair to take the expenditure of the year 
1878 or 1879 and compare it with that 
of last year, under an entirely different 
system, and complain of extravagance ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman was aware that it 
was this same gentleman who had com- 
pelled the Kerry County Council to pay 
their officials £400 a year more than 
under the old grand jury system. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That was the result 
of the Act passed by this House. I can- 
not follow the hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth as to the sliding scale 
of salaries for the county surveyors ; 
but I imagine he referred to the scale 
of salaries on the mileage system. From 
that he went to accuse the Local Govern- 
ment Board for prescribing an absurd 
system of examinations for new candi- 
dates for assistant surveyorships, and 
for existing officers. There is no relation 
between the two. But the Local 
Government Board has, according to 
the Act, to give its approval to any 
appointment made by the county council. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that his point 
was this. Wassucha system of examin- 
ation commensurate with such a small 
salary as £80 which was attached to these 
offices ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 


ment Board are under the Act bound to 
approve of any such appointment, and 
they cannot give such approval without 
taking some steps to test the man’s 
ability. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the right 
hon. Gentleman forgot that one of his 
arguments was that when they fixed 
these examinations the salary was to 
range from £120 to £150 a year; but 
that it had now been decided the salary 
should be £80 a year. Why should a 
man getting only £80 a year be com- 
pelled to pass in mensuration and 


trigonometry ! 


Mr. WYNDP AM: Of course it is de- 
sirable to get the best man for the money. 
[am ready t» admit that, in my opinion, 
the sole responsibility for making these 
appointments must rest with the county 
councils, and not with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, subject, however, to the 
approval of the Local Government Board. 
It must be remembered that by law the 
county councils are prohibited from pay- 
ing the assistant surveyors more than £80 
a year. I concede that I do not think 
that it is the duty of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in this respect to do the work 
of the county councils, and I believe that 
there would be no difficulty in regard to 
future appointments. As to the increase 
of the rates referred to by the hon. 
3aronet, the additional cost is not so 
great as the hon. Baronet had alleged. 
For the standard year the poor rate and 
county amounted to £1,533,124 
after deducting the agricultural grant ; 
in 1900 the net rates were £1,533,836 ; 
in 1901 the exact rates were £1,627,003 ; 
and in 1902 the estimated total was 
£1,587,598, so that the slight increase in 
1901 was being wiped out, and they were 
going back to the standard figures. Some 
complaint had been made of the compli- 
cation of accounts which had been im- 
posed by the Local Government Act. I 
can assure hon. members that the Local 
Government Board have done their best 
to arrive at the simplest form of accounts 
by which they can carry out the objects 
of the Act ; but if hon. members who are 
members of county councils can make 
any suggestion for a simpler form of ae- 
counts I shall be glad to consider it 
favourably. 


cess 
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Sir THOMAS ESMONDE asked if 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
appoint a small committee to investigate 
the matter, and suggest a simpler form 
of accounts. 


Mr.WYNDHAM: As the hon. Baronet 
is a capable member of a county council, 
I shall be very glad to accept any sug- 
gestion from him which will not end in 
a failure in carrying out the provisions 
of the Act—which ought. of course, to 
be carried out in the simplest and cheapest 
way. It had been said that the Local 
Government Board was increasing the 
expenses by sending round inspectors 
to urge the councils to employ more 
hands in getting out the rates. Some 
hon. members did not realise the work 
which necessarily had fallen on the 


county council, but which had been 
done before by a number of other 
bodies. The Local Government Board 


auditors reported on the progress of the 
accounts, and if they found that the 
work was not being done, and that the 
staff was insufficient, or not up to their 
work, that fact was reported to the Local 
Government Board, which informed 
the county council thereof, but never 
attempted to use compulsion as to em- 
ploying more hands on the staff. Under 
the old system the preparation of the 
poor rates in a county containing, say, 
eight poor law unions, occupied four or 
five men in each union in order to get 
the rate ready in time. The county cess 
appointments perhaps necessitated some 
eight or ten more, so that some forty 
people were employed under the old 
system in striking the rates. Some of 
these councils complained that the Local 
Government Board inspector had advised 
them to employ, say, a dozen extra clerks 
in addition to the two assistants which 
the county council secretary had. Why, 
in the county of Mayo it had taken forty 
to fifty clerks chree months of hard work 
to put its affairs in order. | do not com- 
plain that,’when certain duties had been 
shifted from other bodies to the county 
council, there should have been mistakes, 
and it is only natural that some disap- 
pointment should have been created in 
regard to the cost of the administrative 
work of the county council. As to the 
sending of the minutes of the proceedings 
of the local bodies to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, it was quite natural that 
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that should be done, in order to avoid a 
great deal of correspondence ; but there 
is no compulsion. It helps in many cases 
when disputes arise, and enables the 
Jocal authorities to work harmoniously 
with the central body. 


Aw IrisH Member: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Local Govern- 
ment Board sent a severe reprimand to 
a county council for not having sent in 
a copy of the minutes ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have said 
there is no order or compulsion to do so, 
but it was for the convenience of both 
parties. The hon. Baronet made a com- 
plaint based upon the expense of auditing 
asylum accounts. Such complaints 
ought to be brought against the Acts 
passed by this House and not against 
the Local Government Board. The cost 
now falls on the local government bodies 
which was formerly paid by the Treasury, 
but that is part and parcel of the bargain 
made for local government, and forms 
part of the grant-in-aid. A great deal 
said about the increase of 
salaries to the officers of the county 
council. The county surveyors and 
assistant surveyors are, according to the 
Act, to be given an extra salary for any 
increase of work imposed upon them. 
It is a statutory obligation that the 
existing officers were to have continuous 
employment at their old emoluments, 
but that if their duttes are increased their 
emoluments are to be increased, and that 
the amount of that increase shall be 
determined by the Local Government 
Board, and by no one else ; and that if 
these officers elect to retire there shall 
be pensions granted to them calculated 
at the Civil Service rates. The hon. 
Baronet approached this question in a 
very reasonable spirit, and seemed 
anxious to bring it to a conclusion ; 
but he suggested no means by which the 
Local Government Board could divest 
themselves of the duties placed upon them 
by the Act. The Local Government Board 
are bound to give the increase if they 
believe that there is an increase of work. 
The hon. Baronet seemed to say that the 
Local Government Board should have 
taken into account the integrity of the 


has been 


olficers in the discharge of their duty ; | 


but all that they can gather from the 
result of the appeal to the courts is that 
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they are not to take that into account. 
The hon. Baronet was aware that a 
Provisional Order had already been 
passed which enabled the duties of these 
officers to be reduced—{An IRIsH MEm- 
BER: And inereased also]—and that 
instead of attending four meetings they 
need only attend two. Although my 
interpretation of an Act of Parliament has 
no authority, | should hold that if such 
a reduction took place it would then be 
competent to the Local Government 
Board to reduce the salary again, because 
the diminution of work would be ** by 
and in pursuance of this Act.” This 
only ought to be added, that if they 
reduce the amount of work which the 
officer executed below that which he had 
done before, then they would have to 
give him a lump sum in compensation 
for the amount of work which had been 
abolished. 1 do not think that there 
should be any great difficulty in arriving 
at a solution of the matter, and | believe 
that under the law as amended by the 
Provisional Order Bill substantial justice 
can be done to all the parties. No Act 
of the kind has ever been passed without 
the introduction of such a provision. 
The salaries of the old officials had to be 
sateguarded ; it did not matter whether 
they worked hard or not, and the only 
means by which the old salaries could be 
kept safe was by the introduction of such 
a provision into the Act. But the Act 


still leaves room to pursue a more 
economical course. 
The hon. Baronet went on to deal 


with the nursing Order. I do not 
know whether the Committee is aware 
of it, but in some parts of Ireland, not 
from inhumanity, but from a want of a 
knowledge of recent developments in 
nursing, great hardship has been inflicted 
onthe sick poor. The Local Government 
Board found themselves face to face with 
this position, that in some parts of Ireland 
the sick poor were really abominably 
treated. There were cases in which 
fractures of the thigh and bed sores re- 
mained undiscovered ; there was another 
ease in which forty-four persons, in- 
cluding thirty lunatics, were looked after 
by one woman, who was not a properly 
trained nurse. We are bound to give 
the sick poor proper attention. Who is 
'responsible in Ireland for seeing that 
ithat is done? In the last resort. the 
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wil Government Board. There is not 
a shadow of a doubt about it. Under 
Act of Parliament the Local Government 
Board are the direct successors of the 
old Poor Law Commissioners, and are 
vested with the duty of seeing that the 
sick poor are properly attended to. If 
a board of guardians failed to give proper 
attention in the matter, undoubtedly the 
Poor Law Commissioners had power 
to intervene, and that power is now 
vested in the Local Government Board. 
It is not a sound policy to be always 
dissolving popularly-elected boards, and 
when a much less drastic course would 
meet the object in view, that less drastic 
course ought to be adopted. We en- 
deavoured to adopt it in an Order issued 
on 4th February of this year. In that 
Order we asserted the right inherent 
in us under the Act of 1872, and earlier 
Acts, to declare that certain qualifications 
were needed in the persons appointed 
to look after the nursing of the sick poor 
—that the nurse should have served a 
certain time in a regular hospital, that 
there should be a qualified assistant to 
the nurse, and that the pauper inmates 
should not be used for nursing the aged 
and sick. These were all 
proposals which it was our duty to make 
and to enforce if need be. When that 
Order was brought out it was challenged, 
and J admit that it was too widely drawn. 
Whereas our whole purpose was con- 
fined to seeing that the sick poor were 
properly nursed, the Order was so drawn 
as to possibly indicate interference with 


reasonable 


other officers. But it was never so 
intended for one moment. Although 


we are so often criticised 1 was not sur- 
prised to find that that Order was hailed 
with a great deal of approval in many 
parts of Ireland—in many places where 
the Local Government Board rarely 
received any support. That Order 
was referred to the Privy Council and 
the Privy Council quashed it on the 
ground that it went too far, and it was 
enjoined on the Local Government Board 
to bring up another general Order 
which should be obviously and directly 
confined to nursing and nothing else. 
We were advised by all parties in Ireland 
to take that course. We took it, and 
issued another Order on Sth July, not 
at all in a peremptory or arrogant spirit, 
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a circular, to which no exception could 
possibly be taken, explaining why it had 
been necessary to discipline to take that 
course. The circular concluded with 
the two following paragraphs— 


“The object of the Board in issuing this 
| Order is mainly for the purpose of enabling 
most desirable and necessary improvements to 
| be made in the nursing staffs of workhouse 
infirmaries and hospitals, and the Local 
Government Board hope that each board of 
guardians will take this opportunity of very 
carefully considering, in consultation with their 
medical officer, the arrangements tor the treat- 
ment, nursing, and attendance in the sick, 
lying-in, and infant wards of their workhouse, 
The Board suggests the guardians should ask 
their medical officer to furnish them with a 
report on the subject, and that they should 
thereafter fix a day for the consideration of his 
report. The Board would also be obliged if the 
guardians would cause them to be furnished 
with the information indicated in the accom- 
panying form of Return and Report to be filled 
up by the medical officer, who would get any 
facts or figures he may require for the purpose 
from the clerk of the union or the master of 
the workhouse.” 
That circular was really conceived in a 
spirit which ought not to be criticised 
in the Committee. We had to issue the 
Order, and we accompanied it with the 
circular conceived in that tone, and [ am 
surprised that the hon. Baronet should 
have taken exception to it. As the 
Irish Times has been quoted, perhaps I 
may quote an extract from the Freeman's 
Journal, which rarely supports the 
Government. The Freeman's Journal 
comment is as follows— 

“The Local Government Board made an 
overwhelming case in favour of a drastic im- 
provement in the treatment of the sick poor 
in several workhouses. A most painful im- 
pression was produced on the public mind by 
the revelations. Several of the hospitals de- 
scribed were not merely understatfed, but 
equipped in such a fashion as to make the 
treatment of the sick and the infirm poor in 
them a disgrace to those responsible.” 


Finally, the Freeman’s Journal expresses 
the hope that no member of a Nationalist 
body will be found to discountenance the 
action of the Board. 


Mr. CULLINAN: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to include in his quota- 
tion the fact that this reference was to 


'the north of Ireland, and that the south 


of Ireland was not concerned at all ? 


WYNDHAM: I cannot quite 


Mr. 





and on 26th July we followed it up with jaccept that view. There have been 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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eases in the north of Ireland which 
filled me with very great regret, and the 
members from the north of Ireland 
have been most active in bringing the 
matter to my attention; the hon. Member 
for South Belfast has frequently asked 
questions in the House, and only yester- 
day or the day before asked me to take 
the most drastic measures possible to 
see that the Order was carried out, in 
order to bring a board of guardians to a 
sense of their duty. But surely in such 
a matter it isa pity to talk of questions 
of north and south; and since the Local 
Government Board are so fortunate 
as not to be seriously criticised in respect 
of this action, I think I might appeal to 
hon. members from all parts of Ireland 
to support the Board in its efforts to 
relieve the sick poor from danger, and 
from circumstances which are painful 
even to think of. 

The hon. Member for Mid Cork dealt 
with the question of labourers’ cottages 
in Ireland. He certainly treated the 
subject with great earnestness and 
sincerity of purpose, which must have 
been obvious to all who listened to him, 
but his criticism was not of the Local 
Government Board, but the Acts of 
Parliament that did not make sufficient 
provision for the housing of labourers in 
Ireland. He urged the Government to 
include fishermen and rural tradesmen. 
Those are arguments which might 
properly be brought forward if we were 
debating the question of the housing of 
the working classes, but on the Estimates 
all lean say is that the Local Government 
Board does its best to administer properly 
the Acts dealing with the matter passed 
by Parliament. Those Acts bind us 
down to supply cottages sufficient for 
the number of agricultural labourers who 
are needed in a particular district. Hon. 
members from Ireland seem to think 
that those Acts authorise the housing 
of all people who live in a district, and 
who are not rich enough to provide 
cottages for themselves. Some of the 
arguments used led me to think that 
that must be the view of hon. members. 
That is not the case. The Local Govern- 
ment Board can only pass a scheme if it 
is proved that the labourers who are to be 
housed are needed in the locality, and 
that there is a demand for the amount of 
labour which they can supply ; but many 
of the schemes submitted embraced pro- 
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posals to house numbers of persons who 
are not agricultural labourers, and more 
than are needed in the locality, ignoring 
the rights of other persons whose rights 
the Local Government Board are bound 
to protect. We cannot plant a house 
down wherever we please in Ireland, or 
in any other place. If we attempted a 
short cut in that direction it is evident 
there would be a long correspondence 
with the Department which had the 
charge of seeing that the Act was properly 
carried out. The blame in this matter 
does not rest with the Loeal Government 
Board. I can assure hon. members that 
schemes come before the Board which are 
put forward in all good faith by the rural 
council, but are not put forward in 
good faith by all ratepayers who supply 
that council with evidence, and the 
evidence in regard to them is oftentimes 
very unsatisfactory. I can truly say that 
the Government have always taken an 
interest in all questions relating to the 
housing of the working classes whether 
in Ireland or England, and if the time 
comes for dealing with the question again 
in Ireland, I think it very probable that 
some further consideration will be given 
to some of the classes who cannot be 
accurately described as agricultural 
labourers. It may be the case, and I 
think it is so in Ireland, that the small 
tradesman has as good a claim to the 
consideration of Parliament in regard 
to housing as the artisan in London. 
But that can only be dealt with by 
legislation,and cannot be done, and ought 
not to be done, by a public Department 
straining the existing Acts. The hon. 
Member for North Antrim suggested 
the appointment of inspectors for 
labourers’ cottages, but that would add 
to the cost of administration, and already 
the expenses are heavy enough. | 
think we ought to make the best of the 
machine as it is, without adding any 
more wheels to it. The hon. Member for 
South Tipperary’s points have been 
answered in the replies which I have 
made to other members, but I think 
he will gather from me that I draw an 
absolute distinction between existing 
officers and officers to be appointed in 
the future. In that case a great part of 
the responsibility must lie, as I have said, 
with the local bodies, and not with the 
Local Government Board. 
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Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said he did not think anyone could find 
fault with the remarks of the Chief 
Secretary, who had replied to the dis- 
cussion in a spirit which had not always 
been evinced by gentlemen holding 
his office. His speech alone, to say 
nothing of the other speeches which 
had been delivered, showed what a 
calamity it would have been if the 
Vote had been closured without an 
opportunity of discussing it. A number 
of important questions had been raised, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had dealt 
with them not only in a considerate 
spirit, but as important subjects de- 
serving of public debate. He desired 
now to refer to a matter relating to 
county Dublin—not so much because 
he represented that county as that it 
represented a tendency and habit on the 
part of the Local Government Board 
which it was the duty of the Chief Secre- 
tary to repress. Under Section 71 
of the Local Government Act it was pro- 
vided that the financial relations between 
urban districts and the rest of the county 
in which they were situated might be 
revised every fifteen years after the pass- 
ing of the Act of 1898, or of the Local 
Act under which these suburban districts 
were created. The section also pro- 
vided that this revision was to be com- 
menced and undertaken only when any 
ot the councils concerned applied for it to 
be undertaken. It was a very curious 
thing that in the case of county Dublin, 
which contained nine of these town- 
ships, the initiative in the matter seemed 
to have been taken by the Local Govern- 
ment Board themselves, Not only that, 
but they had actually proceeded, in 
the face of the Act of Parliament, 
to make up their minds upona 
question which had to be judicially 
determined, and which, according to 
the Act of Parliament, ought not 
to be determined without a_ previous 
inquiry. In November last, without 
any previous notice, without any in- 
quiry having been made, without any 
application so far as the county council 
was concerned or aware, the following 
letter was sprung upon the Dublin 
County Council— 


** Local Government Board, Dublin, 
“28th November, 1900. 
‘**Sir,—I am directed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland to forward, for the in- | 





formation of the county council, the accom. 
panying list of county-at-large charges from 
contributions to which the Board consider 
urban districts should be exempted, subject to 
variations defined in Local Acts; and I am to 
state that the Board propose to issue orders 
giving effect to these exemptions. 
“Tam, Sir, your obedient servant, 
(Signed) ‘‘H M. Swaine, Secretary.” 

He really did not think the Chief Seere- 
tary would defend a proceeding of that 
kind. The Act of Parliament pre- 
scribed what should be done and the 
course to be followed. In this case the 
townships of Rathmines and Pembroke— 
for he had not the least hesitation in 
putting his finger on those two town- 
ships — were probably up to some 
nasty trick, and he had no doubt 
they went to the Local Government 
Board in a hole-and-corner way, and 
induced them, in defiance otf the Act 
of Parliament, to issue this disgrace- 
ful letter. It was true no steps had 
been taken in pursuance of that letter, 
but the right hon. Gentleman had 
put into the new Local Government 
Bill a clause which would enable him to 
proceed. The action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in this matter should be 
viewed with great suspicion, and the 
Chief Secretary ought to support the 
county council as against the suburban 
authorities, which sought in almost 
every instance to make little of the county 
body in which they could no longer have 
any controlling power. The township 
of Rathmines. especially, was a Tory dis 
trict, the only completely Tory district 
in county Dublin, and because it could 
not have a majority in the county council 
it wanted to set up for itself as an inde- 
pendent body. It was able to go behind 
the back of the county council to get 
the Local Government Board to write 
that letter. If any large proportion of 
the 3,000 letters which the Chief Seecre- 
tary had recently said the Board had to 
write every week were anything like the 
one to which he had referred. they might 
very well be dispensed with. He gave 
the right hon. Gentleman warning that, 
as far as he was concerned, he would 
oppose to the utmost the retention in 
the Local Government Bill of the clause 
of which he had spoken, the only object 
of which was to perpetrate an injustice 
and to anticipate the time at which the 
House had agreed this revision should 
be made on the passing of the Local 
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Government Act ; and he should endea- 
your to persuade the House to stick to 
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| 
| 


the bargain deliberately made when the | 


townships were made and the Local 
Government Act passed in its present 
shape. With regard to the debate which 
had taken place, he agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman that the Orders in 
Council and the Orders of the Board 
were responsible largely for the increased 
expenditure. He would point out, how- 
ever, that those orders were the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own handiwork, or of 
the Government to which he belonged. 
No doubt many of the processes which 
cost so much money were necessary 
under the Orders, but the Orders might 
have been so drawn that many of the 
processes would be unnecessary and the 
expense saved. As to the general ques- 
tion of labourers’ cottages, he admitted 
that as the law at present stood great 
delay was necessarily occasioned. In 
1896 a few Lrish members endeavoured 
to get the law so amended that those 
delays would be completely avoided. 
The right hon. Gentleman had forgotten 


that some of the delay was owing to the | 


Local Government Board itself. Most 
unaccountable delays had taken place 
in holding inspections and giving the 
results of inquiries to the public. He 
commended to the notice of the Chiet 
Secretary the action of one of his pre- 
decessors, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Manchester. That right 
hon. gentleman wanted to open a light 
railway and to set the people to work on 
it in Connaught. If he had waited to 
comply with the law, the whole winter 
would have passed without a single 
penny being expended for the purpose of 
keeping the peeple alive by giving them 
employment. What did he do? 


He | 


said to the Local Government Board, | 
“Go in and take possession of the land ; | 


put in your labourers ; and make the 
railway—no matter what the law says.”’ 
That was a case of emergency. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Hear, hear. 


Mr. CLANCY: Certainly. But surely 
there were cases of emergency under the 
Labourers Act, and the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have no hesitation 
in such cases in following the precedent 
set up by his predecessor. With regard 
to court-houses, it was most unfortunate 
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that an Amendment proposed by the 
Nationalist members to put the control 
of these buildings in the hands of 
the popular bodies about to be set up 
was not adopted. No injustice or danger 


|to the administration of the law would 


have been involved, whereas now there 
were perpetual rows all over Ireland 
as to the use of the court-houses. He 
sincerely hoped for the sake of the county 
that the Chief Secretary would take 
heart of grace in these matters, and 
makeup his mind to settle these questions, 
which could be settled in a reasonable 


| manner to the satisfaction of everybody. 


Mr. JAMES O CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) referred to the circumstances 
connected with two inquiries held at 
Shillelagh some time ago by Dr. Flynn, 
a Local Government Board inspector. 
The local medical ofticer of health, Dr. 
Bolster, made charges of negligence 
against the local nurse, named Joyce, 
and it was also alleged that she had 
taken a fee from a patient. The matter 
was thoroughly investigated by the 
guardians, who decided that the charges 
of negligence were not proved ; while, in 
regard to the charge of taking a fee, 
it appeared that nurse Joyce had simply 
received three shillings for car hire. By 
some means or other Dr. Bolster induced 
the Local Government Board to order a 
new inquiry. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): Called 
attention to the fact that there were 
not forty members present. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: No motion for a 
count can be made on the last day of 
Supply. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (continuing) 
said that in response to a request from 
the guardians, nurse Joyce sent in a 
listot her witnesses, thirty-four innumber, 
and Dr. Bolster sent in the names of 
sixteen persons to give evidence on 
his side. When the inquiry opened, on 
5th September, counsel appearing for 
nurse Joyce objected to proceeding, 
because none of her witnesses had been 
summoned. The objection was allowed, 
and it was agreed that the inquiry 
should be resumed at Tinahely, the 
district in which both the doctor and 
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the nurse resided. 
fact that permission had been obtained 
for the use of the Town Hall at Tinahely, 
the Local Government Board inspector 
20th December, without giving any 


on 
explaination, resumed the inquiry at 
Shillelagh. Again none of nurse Joyce's 


witnesses had been summoned, the 
excuse being that the doctor had privately 
examined them, and found they had no 
material evidence to give. It was very 
strange that a medical man should be 
permitted to give a legal opinion of that 
sort. On 11th Mareh, in reply to a 
question, the Chief Secretary stated that 
eight witnesses were summoned on 
behalf of the nurse, seven of whom were 
examined, while nine were summoned, 
and six examined on behalf of the doctor. 
Immediately on the publication of that 
statement he received a communication 


from the Shillelagh guardians saving 
the right hon. Gentleman's information 


was absolutely incorrect. 
asked another question of 

Secretary, to which the reply 
eight witnesses were summoned 
behalf of nurse Joyce, that four were 
examined, and that four either did not 
appear or left the court before they were 
examined. That was a very vague asser- 
tion to come from a responsible Minister. 


the 


on 


From whom did he get the information, | 


on 11th March, which he contradicted in 
his statement of 18th March? What 
was the effect with regard to the four 
witnesses who were examined ! He asked 
the Chief Secretary how many witnesses 
were examined on behalf of the nurse, 
and he said eight. That led him to infer 
that they were favourable witnesses. 
He had since discovered that not a 
solitary one of those four witnesses was 


on the nurse’s side. Three of those 
witnesses were not summoned wit- 
nesses, and had no knowledge of the 


facts of the statement in dispute, and 
they only gave evidence as to character. 
Why did Dr. Flynn not summon this 
woman’s witnesses? After the inquiry 
the Local Government Board came to 
the conclusion that nurse Joyce had 
been guilty of negligence, and they called 
upon the guardians to request her to 
send in her resignation. As it was 
considered to be a one-sided and a 
partial trial, the guardians declined to 
call upsx. e nurse to resign. Then the 


Mr. James O'Connor. 
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Notwithstanding the | 


He therefore | 
Chiet | 
was that } 


his case by sending the boy 
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Local Government Board sent down an 
order compelling the Board to discharge 
this nurse. Naturally there was a great 
deal of irritation on the board in conse- 
quence of the way Dr. Flynn had con- 
ducted this case, and they could not 
understand, in view of all the det tails of the 
ease, why the Local Government Board 
should accept Dr. Flynn’s version, and 
order the resignation of this poor woman, 
It might asked what motive Dr. 
Flynn had for trumping up the charges 
against Mrs. Joyce. Not a word had 
been uttered against her skill as a nurse. 
In one Dr. Flynn attributed the 
calling in of another doctor to one of 
his patients to Mrs. Joyce, and therefore 
he was her enemy. This doctor once 
stated that if the board elected this woman 
to his district she would not be there 


be 


case 


very long. He got Dr. Flynn to take 
his part, and they got her out of her 
employment. Dr. Flynn in one inquiry 


got the Local Government Board into a 
very awkward position. 


| The next case was that in regard to 
Dr. Bolster, and the guardians, after 


investigating the charges made, came to 
the conclusion that Dr. Bolster had been 
negligent. Dr. Flynn came down again, 
and the Local Government Board reversed 
the decision of the board of guardians. 
He would only refer to one charge, and 
that was with regard to Michael Doyle, 
who was apprenticed to Mr. Murphy. 
The doctor attended this boy at seven 
o'clock in the evening and gaye him a 
gargle. Mr. Murphy stated that the 
boy was dangerously ill, and Dr. Bolster 
took the boy’s temperature, but he made 
no note of it, and simply said that the 
boy was suffering from a skin eruption 
which was not contagious. At 10 0’cloek 
at night this boy’s employer packed 
him off to his own home. seven Irish 
miles away, and he was put to bed there 
along with another boy. Dr. King. who 
was ‘called i in to attend the boy, immedi- 
ately declared the ease to be one of searla- 
tina of a moderately severe type. In the 
infirmary the boy was examined by 
another doctor, who also declared that 
the boy was suffering from. scarlatina. 
It might be asked why this boy was sent 
away at all. The reason was that Mr. 
Murphy was Dr. Bolster’s patient, and 
it was stated that the doctor favoured 
away. 
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He held that the charges made against | 
Dr. Bolster were not borne out by the 
evidence, and the board of guardians 
were naturally irritated that the Local 
Government Board should fly in the 
face of the local authority. There was a 
general feeling that the Local Goyern- 
yient Board were hostile to the local 
bodies. Dr. Bolster was offensive and 
insulting to the guardians, and they 
had not been able to do anything with 
him since the Local Government Board 
came into existence. The unfortunate 
nurse whose case had been referred to 
lost her employment on account of the 
personal hostility of the doctor. He 
urged that one impartial inquiry should 
be held by a Local Government Board 
inspector who had not the unhappy 
knack of Dr. Flynn of getting the Board 
into hot water wherever he made an 
inquiry. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he recognised the sympathetic tone of the 
speech of the Chief Secretary. The right 
hon. Gentleman was the representative 
in this House of the Local Government 
Board, and it was his duty to bring that 
Board into close relations with the local 
authorities. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman and his legal adviser the 
Attorney General how it was that in 
Ireland there was so much friction 
between the Local Government Board 
and the local authorities, while in England 
there was hardly any friction. He did 
not wish to go into any small points 
which would detain the House, but he 
could mention many cases to illustrate 
the nature of the friction to which he 
referred. He would, however, take the 
broad basis of the working of the Local 
Government Act as his theme. Why 
was it that the two institutions, which 
were supposed to be similar, worked in 
such different directions in England and 
Ireland? He would tell the right hon. 
Gentleman the reason. In Ireland, un- 
fortunately, they were not governed in a 
constitutional manner. They were sup- 
posed to be under a constitutional regime, 
but in practice constitutionalism was 
absent. In England the heads of 
Government departments conferred with 
men who were recognised as being in 
sympathy with popular feeling in regard 
to matters of administration, but that | 
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was not done in Ireland, where the Local 
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' Government Board had constituted them- 


selves an Irish Parliament. They had 
done it in the case of Wexford with regard 
to salaries, and they had done it in the 
matters to which the hon. Member for 
North Dublin had called attention that 
evening. The result was that they had 
nothing but friction, annoyance, differ- 
ence of opinion, dissension, and obstruc- 
tion between the Local Government 
Board officials and the county councils 
and the district councils of Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman was not respon- 
sible for this state of things, but the 
permanent officials; he did not care 
whether they were under a Tory or a 
Liberal Government. If they in Ireland 
were trusted with local government, 
they ought to be competent to fulfil the 
functions with which they had _ been 
endowed. He quite agreed with the 
opinion that until the people were accus- 
tomed to the discharge of the duties with 
which they had been entrusted there 
would be a certain amount of friction 
hetween the local bodies and the Local 
Government Board. But the Loeal 
Government Board consisted of two or 
three highly-paid officials, not elected, 
and out of sympathy with the people. 
Some hon. Gentlemen opposite seemed 
to think that the people of Ireland ought 
to obey the behests of the Local Govern- 
ment Board without murmur. If the 
hon. Gentleman would only convey to 
the members of the Local Government 
Board that when there was a difference 
of opinion between the county, urban, 
or district councils and these officials 
of the Local Government Board, a 
conference should he held of both 
sides, a mutual agreement might be 
arrived at without involving friction 
and litigation. The Local Government 
Board and the governing bodies ought 
not to be constantly in collision, but 
acting in co-operation with each other. 
[Laughter.]| He was quite serious in this 
matter. He had had many interviews 
with Sir Henry Robinson in regard to 
many questions, and he found him a most 
cultured, patient, and efficient official. 
He had frequently managed to change 
that gentleman’s opinion, and that was 
the reason why he made the suggestion. 
[Cries of “‘ Oh, oh! ”’?] Would anyone say 
that in matters of public business he 
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should not go to a public official and ask 
for a favour if he thought it was just and 
right ? Would anyone say that they ought 
to cultivate friction instead of co-opera- 
tion, if the interests of the people were 
to be served? [Cries of ‘ Oh, oh! ’’] 
If he thought that he was offending 
against the canons of the Irish party he 
would not make that declaration, and 
therefore he had made his suggestion 
quite seriously. At any rate, he thought 
that a great deal of friction had been un- 
necessarily created by the fact that 
certain officials of the Local Government 
Board appeared to think that they had 
only to make a suggestion, and that sug- 
gestion should therefore be carried out. 
The idea was taking root amongst a great 
section of the people of Ireland that the 
design of the Local Government Board 
in that country was to increase taxation, 
and to take out of the hands of the local 
governing bodies the function of legisla- 
tion which properly belonged to them. 
He maintained that no more dangerous 
course could be taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman and other responsible authori- 
ties in Ireland than to bring themselves 
into conflict and friction with the duly 
elected repre entatives of the people. 
[Cries of ** Oh, oh!” ] They who repre- 


sented constitutionalism — [Laughter 
from the Ministerial Benches.] Hon. 


Gentlemen opposite might laugh. There 
were a large number of people on the 
opposite side of the House who did not 
seem to believe in constitutionalism, and 
the attitude of these gentlemen showed 
that when the Irish members discussed 
these questions in moderate language 
they received no encouragement. What 
was the use of passing admittedly good 
laws in the British House of Commons 
and handing them over to be adminis- 
tered by a select clique of permanent 
officials in Ireland? They all knew that 
bad laws well administered were fre- 
quently better for a country than good 
laws badly administered. What they 
wanted was good laws well administered. 
A certain small section on the Local 
Government Board appeared to have 
made up their minds that they were 
altogether irresponsible to the Irish 
people, that they could do what they 
liked, and that when the Chief Secretary 
came over to Ireland they could persuade 


{COMMONS} 


! 


Service Estimates, 128 
of Ireland. The consequence was, that 
these large schemes, passed for the good 
of Ireland, had been practically nullified, 
He was a member of the Dublin County 
Council and the Blackrock District 
Council, and he spoke from personal 
knowledge of the subject which he had 
brought before the Committee. 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.) said he 
had had experience in connection with 
the Local Government Board in Ireland. 
and he thought that any intelligent 
foreigner who had been listening to the 
debate must have come to the conclusion 
that it was the most perfect of all boards 
in the world, because in all the speeches 
that had been delivered not one point of 


any sort had been made against the 
Board. The hon. Member who had just 


sat down had told the Committee that he 
was a member of the Dublin County 
Council and of the Blackrock District 
Council, and that he could say a great 
deal against the Local Government 
Board, but he had not given a single 
instance of complaint substantiated by 
details. 


Mr. FIELD said that the complaint 
generally was on the other side. He had 
any number of instances, and if the hon. 
Member and the Committee liked he 
could keep them for another two hours 
speaking about them. 


Mr. RENTOUL said he had enjoyed 
the speech of the hon. Member, because 
of the absence of details and otherwise 
because of its pungency. Very serious 
complaints had been made against the 
Local Government Board, but they were 
really attacks on the law. The law 
might be all wrong; but it was not for a 
Committee of this House to correct the 
law, but for the House itself to pass an 
Act to amend it. The statement had 
been made that the Local Government 
Board was hostile to the newly-created 
local bodies ; but as these bodies had 
been created by the Unionist Govern- 
ment, it was not likely that a board pre- 
sided over by the present Chief Secretary 
would desire to upset these bodies in their 
work. Of course, at the beginning of their 
work some interference had been made 
with the county councils in every part 


him that what they did was for the good | of Ireland, and that had created some 


Mr. Field. 
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friction. He himself had to bring two 
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fi 


complaints against the Local Govern- | 


ment Board about their unnecessary 
interference with the county council 
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with hope to a seat on sume such board 
as compensation for the loss of his seat 


|in the House, which fact accounted for 


of county Down, but when the facts had | 


all been gone into it was found that they 
did not warrant the charge of undue 
interference. Now that the work of 
local government administration was 
becoming known the interference of the 


Local Government Board was becoming | 


less and less necessary, and they all said 
that the less interference the better. 
Reference had been made to the control 
which the high sheriff exercised over the 
court-houses maintained by the county 
councils. 
to create friction, as the sheriff was 
changed from year to year ; and though 
many sheriffs got on splendidly with the 
county councils, the evil action of one 
sheriff might wipe out the kindly treat- 
ment of a dozen different sheriffs. The 
sheriff represented largely the old grand 
jury system which had passed away, and 
consequently it was natural that the 
representatives of a new system should 
look upon him with a little jealousy, and 
vice versa. That, however, was not con- 
fined to Ireland, for he remembered the 
jealousy between the London County 
Council and the members of the old 
Metropolitan Board of Works. There 
was nothing of that friction in county 
Down, because it so happened, fortu- 
nately for them there, that the sheriff 
was also chairman of the county council, 


and everything worked smoothly. He 
admitted that the Labourers Acts had 


fallen dead in many parts of Ireland, and 
undoubtedly some change would have to 
be made; but that was a matter, not for 
the Local Government Board, but for 
direct legislation by this House. 


*Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said he 
regretted that he had time unly to refer 
totwo points. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman who had just sat down had 
essaved to whitewash the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but in doing so he had 
tried an impossible task. Everybody who 
knew anything about the Local Govern- 
ment Board must be convinced that not 
only were they extravagant and arro- 
gant, but they were totally ignorant of 
the affairs of the Irish people. 
doubt the hon. Member looked forward 
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his readiness to speak as he had just 
done. The conduct of Dr. Flynn, while 
he was vice-guardian at Killarney, was 
illustrative of the whole conduct of 
the officers of the Local Government 
Board. Dr. Flynn, while he was in 
Killarney, had occasion to appoint a 
clerk to the union, and out of the whole 


of the candidates who applied for that 


Undoubtedly that was likely | 


position it was an astonishing fact that 
the one who was successful in getting 
the appointment was a gentleman who 
was able to obtain the influence of 
Professor Butcher, the cousin of the 
President of the Board of Trade, who 
was then Chief Secretary for freland. 


Dr. Flynn had since been promoted 
by the Local Government Board, 
though he had also, while  vice- 


guardian, promoted to the mastership 
of one of the largest workhouses in 
Ireland a man who for thirty years had 


been engaged in the _ police force, 
who was utterly unqualified for the 
position, and who had to resign 


owing to incompetency and drunken- 
ness within two years. There was 
also a rate collector who during the 
time that Dr. Flynn was in Killarney 
was using the guardians’ money for his 
own private purposes. A sum _ of 
£1,400 had been collected by this 
rate collector, and not accounted for; 
and Dr. Flynn, although it had been 
brought to his own personal knowledge, 
had never called public attention to it, 
for the reason that he wanted to conceal 
the fact that it had taken place while he 
was there acting as vice-guardian. He 
submitted that Dr. Flynn’s conduct in 
the past utterly unfitted him for oc- 


/cupying any position under the Local 


| guns 
No | é 


Govirnment Board, and that instead 
of being promoted he ought to have 
been dismissed. Colonel Kirkwood was 
another officer of the Board whose 
duty was to inquire into the schemes for 
the erection of labourers’ cottages, 
amongst other things. He knew 
nothing whatever of the duties apper- 
taining to the office. He probably got 
a military title on account of talking of 
and drums and wounds in a 
militia mess-room, and not because he 


‘ever effected! a ‘masterly retreat,” 


E 
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evacuated a Spion Kop, or hoisted a | 
white flag. Those two officials were | 
a sample of all the officials of the | 
Local Government Board, and 
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for 
these reasons and others he objected to 
the personnel of the Board, because his 
experience of it was that it was quite 
unsuited for the government of the Irish | 
people. It was arrogant, unrepresenta- | 
tive, and uninformed. In Kerry they 
had personal experience of a county 
council, the members of which had as 
great ability to discharge their duties as 
any hon. Member of this House had to 
discharge his. That council had to con- 
sider on one occasion the increase of the 
salary of its secretary. This man was 
only entitled to £500, but so artfully had 
he piled up the various sums that he had 
to receive that the Local Government 
Board fixed his salary at £1,000. That 
man had since resigned, and was now in 
receipt of a pension of a considerable 
sum, and was not prevented from acting 
as a land agent, and the county council 
had been able to find a successor who 
was infinitely more capable at a salary 
of £400 a year. For these reasons and 
many others which time did not allow 
him to state he objected to the Vote, 
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and as the guillotine was about to fal} 
he begged to move a reduction of £100, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £40,082, 
be granted for the said Service.”— 
(Mr. Murphy.) 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said with 
regard to the question of the erection 


‘of labourers’ cottages there were three 


courses which would considerably facili- 
tate the erection of labourers’ cottages, 
One was that in the case of an appeal 
against the representation the appellant 
should pay the costs. He knew a great 
many landlords and agents in Ireland 
who would never appeal but for the fact 
that they knew that they would not have 
to pay the costs, but that they would 
come out of the pockets of the ratepayers. 


It being Tenof the clock, the CHAtRMay, 
in pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 7th of August, proceeded to put 
the Questions necessary to dispose of the 
Vote under consideration. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141; 
Noes, 237. (Division List No. 420) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, fohn 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bovle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst. Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 


Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 


Elibank, Master 
Emmott, Alfred 


Field, William 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 


Duffy, William J. 


Evans, SirFrancis H.(Maidst’ne 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael . 
| Flynn, James Christopher 


Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


of 


Joseph 
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Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Mr. Murphy. 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Gilhooly, James 


Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harwood, George 


| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Heaty, Timothy Michael 

Holland, William Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace | 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea | 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarth’p 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


| Moss, Samuel 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, J. (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Acl 
Ag 
Ag 
Ar} 
Arr 
Ar? 
Atl 
Bag 
Bal 
Balt 
Balt 
Ball 
Balt 
Ban 
Bat] 
Beac 
Bent 
Bigr 
Bigy 
Bill, 
Blun 
Be nic 
Bose. 
Bous 
Bow! 
Bras: 
Brow 
Bull, 
Bulla 
Burd 
Bute 
Carlil 
Carso 
Caver 
Caven 
Cayze 
Cecil, 
Cecil, 
Cham 
Cham! 
Chapn 
Charr: 
Clare, 
Cochre 
Coghil 
Cohen. 
Colling 
Colom) 
Compt 
Corbet 
Corbet 
Cox, Ir 
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O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’Dowd, John 

0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

0’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F,. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonet Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. ) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 

Carson, Rt .Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas.Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. IL. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 





| Roche, 


| Davenport, William Bromley- 
| Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


{8 Aucusr 1901} 


Robson, William Snowdon 
John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Samuel S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Shipman, Dr. John G. . 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donald 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN | 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


| Tomkinson, James 
' Ure, Alexander 


NOES. 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’er 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


| Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| Fison, Frederick William 


Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick.S. W) 
Fowler, Right Hn. Sir Henry 


| Gardner, Ernest 


Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustuslrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
GordonHnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Slp 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon | 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 


| Gretton, John 
| Greville, Hon. Rona'd 


Groves, James Girimble 
Hain, I dward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mida’x | 
Heamilton,Margq.of(1’nd’nderry | 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


E2 
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Wallace, Robert 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R,) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Woodehouse,SirJ T( Huddersf’d 


TELLERS Ayres — Sir 
Thomas Esmond and 
Captain Donelan. 


FOR 


Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 


' Heath,James(Staffords., N.W.) 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-H odge, Robert Trotter 


| Hogg, Lindsay 


Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hort. W.(Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther,Rt. Hon.James (Kent) 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred - 
Macartney, Rt.Hn.W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


_ Maple, Sir John Blundell 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


| More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


Morgan, DavidJ.(W’lthamstow 





135 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Supply —Civil 


Original Question put. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bil!, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H. (Shrop.) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 





{COMMONS} 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick George 

Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley, 8. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheffield 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. | 
| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 421). 


Noes, 136. 


AYES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord A!lwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, V scount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford.Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir CharlesG.E.(Notts.) 


Williams,Rt. HnJ Powell-(Birm, 


| Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks.,E.R.) 


Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 





Ayes, 246; 


Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhillipS.( Warwick,S.W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon.Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans- (TrH’mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby- (Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Middx 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Staffords. N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 





Moor 


Abra 
Amb 
Ashe 
Asht 
Barr 
Bell, 
Bola 
Bolte 
Boyl 
_ 
rigs 
Broa 
Burk 
Burn 
Burt. 
Cain 
Caldy 
Came 
Camy 
Carvi 
Cawl 





136 


1 
s Hedley 
ry Napier 
ichester) 


James 

w. Murray 
nest 
Edward 


H (Sheffield 
(Exeter) 
n Hall 
am George 
.E.( Notts.) 
n-u.-Lyne) 
. (Dorset) 
well-(Birm, 
orks., E.R.) 
estersh.N.) 
H. (Yorks,) 
E.R.( Bath) 


. George 


Nors—Sir 
and Mr, 


lliam 

dmx ond 
dAlgernon 
cue 


iam 
‘wick,S.W. 
Henry 


Frederick 
in& Nairn) 
lerry, S.) 
Tr H’ mlets 
sby-(Salop 
by- (Line.) 
ohn Eldon 
‘e Joachim 
Ifred 
arewsbury 
1-(Cambs.) 


d 


ble 
all 


ie 
G.(Midd’x 
nd’nderry 
bert Wm. 
verton 
orner 
eorge 
lanley) 
N.W.) 
r 
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Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Brightside) | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 


Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) | 


Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, sal Frederick W. 
law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, H. Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Altred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
MKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Herry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns. John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hasnitton 
Cawley, Frederick 


{8 Aucust 1901} 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
| More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
| Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O” Neill, Hon Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge) 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 


NOES. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davie8,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 





Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tyn'sde 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset } 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H.(Shef’eld 


Service Estimates. 


' Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walker, Col. William Hal! 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams. RtHnJ Powell- (Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E. R.} 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, (seorge 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hay ne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Ce ie armarthen) | 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary, M. 


Reddy, M 


| Roche, John 


The CHAIRMAN thereupon, in pursuance 
of the same Order, put severally the 
Questions, That the total amount of the 


Votes outstanding in each Class of the | 


Civil Service Estimates, and the total 
amount of the Votes outstanding in the 
Estimates for the Navy, the Army, and 
the Revenue Departments, be granted 


for the Services defined in those Classes | 


and Estimates. 


Crass I. 

2. Motion made, and Question put, 
** That a sum, not exceeding £1,233,715, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for Expenditure 
on the following Services included in 
Class I. of the Estimates for Civil Services, 
viz. :— 


£ 
1. Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
ouse . - - . - 84,600 
2. Royal Parks and Pleasure Gar- 
dens - - - - 71,500 
3A. Gladstone Monument- - - 1,100 
4. Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, 
Great Britain - 32,000 
5. Artand Science Bnildings, Great 
Britain - 22,000 | 
6. Diplomatic and ( ‘onsular Build- 
ings - - - - 25,000 
7. Revenue Building Ss - 197,000 
8. Public Buildings, Great Britain - 209,500 | 
9. Surveys of the ‘United Kingdom 130,159 
10. Harbours under the Board of 
Trade . - - - 3,478 | 
1l. Peterhead Haskeur - - 17,000 | 
12. Rates on Government Property- 264,223 


{COMMONS} 


O’Brien, Patrick (K Ikenny) 
| O’Brien,P.J.(Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow,W. ) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O’Dowd, John 
O’Keily, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Noes, 142. 
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Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt.HnC.R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
| Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Dav a esto Mertaye) 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner,.Thomas Courtenay T, 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Vilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T (Hudderst’d 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 





13. Public Works and Buildings, <£ 
Ireland - - - - 132,667 
14. Railways, Ireland - - - 43,478 
£1,223,715 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E): I rise to a point 
of order. I want to ask you whether, by 
the words of the rule, you are not re- 
quired when puiting the Question to 
define the services for which we are 
asked to grant the money. ‘The words 
are— 

‘The total amounts of the Votes outstanding 
in that class to be granted for services as defined 
in the class.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN  : If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer to the Estimates circulated, 
he will find those services defined. 


Mr. DILLON: My point is this: 
that it is not the custom when a Question 
is put to refer us to a printed Paper which 
has been placed in our hands. The 
custom is to put the Question fully from 
the Chair. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : That is so in the 
ordinary case, but this is an exceptional 
procedure. 


Mr. DILLON: That is not stated in 


thé rule. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244 ; 
(Division List No. 422). 





141 


Aclan‘ 
Agg-G 
Agnev 
Arkwi 
Arnol 
Arrol, 
Asher. 
Atkin 
Bagot. 
Baleat 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Bathu 
Beach 
Bentir 
Bigno! 
Bigwe 
Bill, C 
Blund 
Bond, 
Bosca’ 
Bousfi 
Bowle 
Brass¢ 
Brow! 
Bull, | 
Bullar 
Burde 
Butch 
Carlile 
Carso. 
Cavern 
Caver 
Cayze 
Cecil, 
Cecil, 
Cham 
Cham 
Chapt 
Charr 
Clare, 
Coghi 
Cohe: 
Collin 
Colon 
Comy 
Corbe 
Corbe 
Cox, 
Cran 
Cross 
Dave 
Davi 
Denn 
Dick: 
Dick: 
Disrs 
Dous 
Doxt 
Duk 
Durt 
Dyk 
Fello 
Ferg 
Fiek 
Fine 
Finle 
Firb; 
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Vorthants 


Ike 

1 
Merthyr) 
nagh’nN 
k, WLR.) 


sley) 
‘tenay T, 


-R.) 

. North) 
*k,W.R.) 
x) 

iulmer 

k, WLR.) 
dderst’d 


Nors— 
de and 


132,667 
43,478 


223,715 





. point 
er, by 
ot re- 
ion to 
e are 
words 


anding 
lefined 


Mem- 
lated, 


this: 
stion 
vhich 

The 
from 


. the 
ional 


d in 


44 ; 












141 Supply—Civil 











Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J osceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. ) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A, Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin EdwardBainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliamHart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 





Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady : 
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Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzRoy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore. Hn.G.R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Midd’x | 


Hamilton, Marq. of( L’donderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-H odge. RobertTrotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmo’th 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
| Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles [( Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hon.W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Franc.s Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire ) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nico!, Donald Ninian 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Rebert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Varne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert ‘Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Round, James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tyn’sde 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 


| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 
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Spencer, Ernest(W.Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) | 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Cxass IL. 


3. Motion made, and Question put, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £928,342, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- | 4. 
ment during the year ending on the’ 2. 





| Valentia, Viscount 


{COMMONS} 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell. Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Vincent,Col.Sir C. E.H.(Sh’fild 


| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) | 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Webb, Col. William George 


NOES 


Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barrett, Francis 
Leamy, Edward 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


. Morton, Edw, J. C. (Devonport 


Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti. Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans | 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cerk) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


- O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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Williams. Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt. Hn. J. P. (Birm.) 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 


Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.} 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 


| Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 

| Welby,Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) | 
| Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und-Lyne | 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


TE!LERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford 
Redmond, Wiliam (Clare) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrEC (Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, I. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Hudd’ rsfi’d) 


Nors— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 
Captain Donelan. 


31st day of March, 1902, for Expenditure 


Civil Services, 





House of Lords, Offices - - 
House of Commons, Offices- - 


in respect of the following Services 
included in Class II. of the Estimates for 


viz. :— 
£ 
4,761 
13,109 
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2. 
29. 
30. 
31. 


32. 


35. 


37. 
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Foreign Off £ tion with regard to the total amount of 
7 Privy Seal ie... ‘Lae the Votes outstanding in each class. 
- 132,328 


Mercantile Marine Services - 
Bankruptey spent - the 


5. 
8. Board of Trade - 
9 
0 


Board of Trade - 


65,769 


5 
- 


Mr. DILLON said the rule referred 
to the granting of Votes 
defined in the class.”’ 


‘* for the services 


The services are 
Then the outstand- 





ing Votes in that class are those which 
have not already been voted. The hon. 
Member has said that Votes 3 and 4 of 
Class IT. have already been voted. They 
are not included in the sum proposed 
to be now voted, because they are not 


said there was nothing 


ll. Board of Agriculture - - - 26,094 
13, Civil Service Commission 26,625 
4. E —e and Audit Depart- — *THE CHAIRMAN : 
men - 38,656 a . * 
93. Stationery and Pr inting - 368, "037 defined in the class. 
24. Office of Woods, ete. 14,014 
2%. Secret Service 25,000 
Scotland. 
27. Office of Secretary for Seotand: - 7,954 
98. Fishery Board 10,545 
29, Lunacy Commission - + 3,604 
30. Registrar General’s Office - 5,473 
31. Local amie am 8,778 outstanding Votes. 
32. Lord Lieutenant's Household 2,813 
33. Chief Secretary’s Offices, ete. 9,676 Mr. DILLON 
34. Department of Agriculture 70,806 


35. Charitable Donations and ” 

quests Office - - 963 
7. Publie Record Office - - 3,242 
38. Public Works Offices - 19,940 


in the wording of the new rule to autho- 
rise an alteration in the method of put- 
ting the question. 


39. Registrar General’s Office - 10,278 ice ‘ = ar 

40. Valuation and Boundary Survey 10,885 * THE CHAIRMAN : This procedure 
—— is quite new. I fail to see how | am 
£928,342 contravening the rule in any way. If I 


Mr. DILLON said that there was 


were to read out each separate Vote, it 
seems to me I would be contravening 


aothing in the new rule directing the therule. What I have to put is the total 
Chairman to put the question in a Vote 


different form from that which had been 
adopted in the past. The practice had 
been to name the services for which the 
money was required, and he contended 
that the Chairman was bound to con- 
tinue to do so. He had asked for all the 
services contained in Class II., whereas 
Votes 3 and 4 had been fully voted. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I fail to see how I 
have contravened the rule in any way. 
The rule directs that I must put the ques- 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I under- 
stood you to say what was your interpre- 
tation of the rule. Is it for the Chairman 
to interpret the rule ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is what he is 


here for. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250 : 
Noes, 144. (Division List No. 423.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkw right, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Alien Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks- 


Bill, Charles 
Bond, Edward 


Brassey, Albert 


| Carlile, Wilham 


Bignold, Arthur 


Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
| Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 


| Brown,Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Buli, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, 
| Butcher, John George 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. IF. (N. Lanes.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich. 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

W. Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow > 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 


Walter 
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Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. ) 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, SirA ugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J.( Londonderry,South 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-( Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
(sreene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
(Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble. 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Margq.of (L’donderry 
Hanbury, RtHon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. ) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hogg. Lindsay 

Hope.J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


{COMMONS} 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Keswick, Wiliiam 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee. ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-G ower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder,'Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hn. Alfred 
Macartney,Rt.Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M, Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Franeis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.J asper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A, G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 





Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
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Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Roberti 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Mulyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC( North’mb,Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hom. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Hxeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Bell, Richard 
Boland John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
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Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


{8 AuausT 1901} 


| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. | 
| Healy, Timothy Michael } 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) | 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 
' Kennedy, Patrick James 


Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Alston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, ¢ — A. 

Doogan, P. 

Duffy, W liam J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, SirlrancisH( Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 


Crass III. 


Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley( 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 


Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Levy, Maurice 
| Lloyd-George, David 


| O’Brien, Patrick : Kilkenny) 


| Lough, Thomas 
' Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeil, John Gordon Swift | 
| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport 


| Moss, Samuel 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas oe 

O’ Brien, James F. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal eins Mid 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | 
| O’Connor, T. P. Liverpool 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo S.) 
O'Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


| Thomson, F. W. 
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O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N 
O’ Kelly,James peace 


| O'Malley, William 
| O’Mara, James 
| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


Robson, William Snowdon 


| Roche, John 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitchapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 


Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
(York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North; 
Whiteley,George (York, W. R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax; 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 


TeLLeERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Caine and Sir James Wood- 
house. 





Scotland. 
: - £ 
4. Motion made, and : Question put, 10. Law Charges and Courts of Law - 54,273 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,976,094, 11. Register House, Edinburgh - - 27,827 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 12. Crofters’ Commission - 2,990 
the ‘Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending Ireland. 
on the 31st day of March, 1902, rhe 18. Land Commission = - - 83,542 
Expenditure in respect of the following “3 oon on ete — : —— 
Pcctaan 3 : ee a . Dublin Metropolitan Police - 2 
Services included in Class III, of the 19. Royal Irish Constabulary -  - 755,621 
Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— &0. Prisons - ; 2 70,973 
£ 21. Reformatory and _—— 
eq ‘ : - Schools’ - - - 54,705 
- 182,2 ee P , 
. pear gl even of Judicature 4 ees 22. Dundrum Criminal Lunatic 
Lid is ’ i , a e es = - 2 
5. County Courts - - : - 26,906 | Asylum —— 
6. Police, England and Wales - - 31,595 | cae 
7. Prisons, England and the Colonies 391,713 | £1,976,094 
8. teformatory and Industrial 
Schoo s, Great Britain - - 121,809 ' : +s : 5 seeks Cains 
9. Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic ___ The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247 ; 


Asylum - - - 


- 26,175 | Noes, 138. 


(Division List No. 424.) 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atk'nson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. Fitzroy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch'r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. Hicks 
Bell, Ricbard 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh, 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

( ‘hurchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 











{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
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| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclver, |/avid (Liverpool! 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


| Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon | 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Gordon,HnJ.K.(Elgin& Nairn) | 


| Gordon,J. Londonderry,South 


Gordon, MajEvans-({T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8.l.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 


Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Gribble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurH oward( Hanley 
Heath,James(Staffords.,N.W. ) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBry — ansea 
Kenyon, Hon Geo.T.)Denbigh) 
Kesw ick, William 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 


Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lowther, C. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison | | 


(Cumb., Eskdale) | 





M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E.} 
M‘Killop, — (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G, (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.} 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow} 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,Rt.Hn.A.Grahm(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilk ington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward ! 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharsom 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney): 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L 
Ropner, ‘olonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander: 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. ( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’umb.T yn’side 
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Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) | 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W.Bromwich) | 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. } | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thos. Gair 

Barry, KE. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Fhomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, iY C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 


Cuass IV. 


5. Motion made, and Question put, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £208,675, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray | 





{8 AucusT 1901} 


Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. EH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Webb, Colonel Wm. George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


NOES. 


Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, Jonn Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 


Jordon, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell. Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


' M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 


' O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


| TELLERS 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.} 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N. 


O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 


| Redmond,John E. (Waterford 
' Redmond, William (Clare) 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


' Robson, William Snowdon 


Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Altred (Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJT.( Hudd’rsfi’?d 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


the Charge which will come in course 


of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1902, for 
ixpenditure in respect of the following 
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Services included in Clas 


Supply—Civil 








Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


British Museum - - 
National Gallery . 
National Portrait Gallery - 
Wallace Collection - 


TIS St ge to 


Universities and “Colleges, 


Britain, and Intermediate Edu- 


cation, Wales - - 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. 

Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour.Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 

Balfour,Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bousfie d, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
te Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen) Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E, 
ng Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
: ‘olomb,Sir John CharlesReady 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbr’dge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- | 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | 
Denny, Colonel 


Scientific Investigation, ste. - 
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s IV. of the; Ireland. 
£ 
£ | 11. Endowed Schools Commissioners 520. 
- - 86,580 12. National Gallery - 1,086 
: Heo 13. Queen’s Colleges- -  - "2,300 
- 3,788 o; or 
28,154 | a 
— The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247 ; 
- + 75,700 Noes, 139. (Division List No. 425.) 
AYES. 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mance’r | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael (Lond. Univ. 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir Augustuslrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore,Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greviile, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 


Hanbury,Rt.Hon.RobtWilliam | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.N.W.) | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter | 
Hogg, Lindsay | 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 


| 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants..Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent} 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hn. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.( Antrim, E.} 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, “Edwar d Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton,Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Muntz, Philip A 


Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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Esn 
Fen 
Fiel 





156 


520: 
1,086 
2,300 


08,675. 


— 


Qn 
nham) 
*yCecil 
teth 
Lawies 
ick 
Ast) 
1SS€x)} 
vans’a 
ibigh) 


rpool} 


‘eham 
4u 
urrie 
KN.S. 
skine 
sham) 
tol S. 


y 


dale) 
Cent} 


10uth 


llison 
4 


1) 


pool) 
n, E.} 


sh.) 


| 
W.F. 
Line 


m 
n) 
CY 

N.) 


shire 
tow} 


F. 


f ord 


sute 
try) 
ath) 








157 Supply —Civil 
O'Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch,Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Staly bridge) 
tidley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.T homson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 








Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 


Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, Will'am Sproston 
Caldweil, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 


Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander . 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw. J. | 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 


Smith, H. C.(North’mb.Tyn’sd | 
| Wills, Sir Frederick 


Smith, J. P. (Lanarks.) 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, EK. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley. FE. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


| Gilhooly, James 
| Grant, Corrie 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 


| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
' O’Shee, James John 





| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M ‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morton,Edw. J. C.(Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel | 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 4 
Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC. E. H.(Shef’ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 


| Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt. Hn.J.Powell( Birm 


Wilson, A. S. (York, E.R.) 


, Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.} 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath} 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway, N.} 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


. Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. } 


| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 


| Pirie, Dunean V. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
, Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs} 


Roche, John 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.(Northants 


Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, Dr. E.C.(M’n’gh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
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Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) | Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Weir, James Galloway 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


Ciass V. 

6. Motion made, and Question put, 
~ That a sum, not exceeding £926,905, 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 
piyment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for Expenditure 
in respect of the following Services in- 
cluded in Class V. of the Estimates for 
Civil Services, viz. :— 


2. Uganda, Central and East Africa 


Protectorates, etc. 210,049 
3. Colonial Services- 308,006 
4. Cyprus, Grant in Aid - 1,000 
5. Subsidies to Telegraph Com- 

panies . - - - 27,850 
7. Treasury Chest Fund - 305,000 
8. Loan to Wuchang Viceroy - - 75,000 





£926,905 


Mr. DILLON rose to a point of order. 
He drew attention to the fact that in this 
Vote were included two Votes that were 
not rightly included under the new rule, 
« Supplementary Vote by way of loan to 
the Viceroy of Wu-chang and also the 
[reasury Chest Fund, Votes of a character 
in respect to which the First Lord of 
the Treasury gave a pledge two years 
ago that they should not be included in 
the general closure. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: A pledge given by 
a Minister does not in any way bind me. 
I do not think the hon. Member has 
raised his point of order on a sure founda- 
tion. The rule is— 

“Provided always that any additional Esti- 
mate for anv new service or matter not included 
in the original Estimate of the year shall be 
submitted for consideration two clear days 
before the Committee is closed.” 

T would like not to give an opinion with 
regard to the Treasury Chest Fund, but 
the loan to the Wu-chang Viceroy is an 
additional Estimate not included in the 
original Estimate, and then arose the 
question in my mind, Has it been sub- 
mitted for consideration in Committee of 
Supply ? I confess for some time I had 
considerable doubt, but I may say I have 
consulted the Speaker on the matter, 
and he and I are now agreed that the 
Vote was submitted for consideration 


Whitley, J. H. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 





(Halifax) | Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
| TELLERS FOR THE Nogs, Mr. 
Robson and Mr. Wallace. 


when it was put down as the second Vote 
on the Paper. “Submitted for con- 
sideration’ does not mean “ proposed 
from the Chair.’’ That is the view of the 
Speaker, and that view I entirely share. 
‘* Proposed from the Chair ”’ is, of course, 
a well-known expression, which has been 
frequently used in the Standing Orders 
and Rules of this House, but “ sub- 
mitted for consideration”? the Speaker 
holds, and I hold, is a condition that has 
been fulfilled by the matter being made 
an effective Supply Vote on a particular 
day more than two days before the Com- 
mittee closed. 


Mr. DILLON appealed to the First 
Lord of the Treasury to say whether that 
was an observance of the pledge which 
he had given to the House upon a former 
occasion. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is entitled to address me on a point of 
order, but no debate is permitted. I say 
that both last year and the year before 
there are precedents in this matter. Last 
year there was a Vote for Local Taxation 
(Ireland), a new Vote, and an additional 
Estimate for a new matter not in the 
original Estimate. It was put down for 
consideration in Supply two days before 
the closure day, but it was not discussed. 
The year before—1899—exactly the same 
thing occurred with a Vote for the Paris 
Exhibition. These are two precedents 
on all fours with the present Votes as to 
which the hon. Member has raised the 
point of order. In the face of these two 
precedents, I hold that the condition has 
been complied with in this case. 


Mr. DILLON submitted that this 
point was never raised before, and if that 
was so, he contended that the cases which 
the Chairman had quoted had no bearing 
on the point of order. He respectfully 
submitted to the Chairman that it was 
not in accordance with either the letter 
ro the spirit of the rule that a Vote which 
had never been submitted to the Com- 
mittee and which the Committee of 
Supply had had no opportunity what- 
ever of discussing should be included 
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under the closure rule in the face of the 
proviso he had quoted. He intended to 
take an early opportunity of reminding 
the First Lord of the Treasury of his 
pledge. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.), 
upon a point of order, contended that 
“submitted for consideration’ did not 
mean that a certain motion had been 
simply put upon the Notice Paper, for 
that could have no practical bearing on 
the point. [Ministerial cries of ‘* Oh, 
oh!”’] He was not speaking to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, who were not in- 
telligent enough to understand him, but 
he was addressing the Chairman upon 
a point of order. He wished to remind 
the Chairman of what ought to be 
within the knowledge of every hon. 
member of the House who was acquainted 
with Parliamentary procedure, that this 
rule with regard to notice papers and 
the printing of notices was a very 
modern innovation indeed. It would be 
utterly impossible to suggest— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Tam afraid I must 

ask the hon. Member to limit his remarks 
simply to his point of order, for he is not 
entitled to make a speech. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he would 


endeavour to do so if the Chairman 
would restrain the interruptions of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. He wished to point 
out that these printed notices were 
modern innovations. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: That is not rele- 
vant to the point of order. May I be 
allowed to point out that if the hon. 
Member were in my position he might 
give a different ruling, but it devolves 
upon me to decide what these words 
mean. I have given my decision after 
consulting the highest authority in the 
House, and I do not really think that 
there is anything more to discuss upon 
this question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL, who was 
greeted with loud Ministerial cries of 
‘Order, order!” said he again sub- 
mitted that it was utterly impossible for 
any order or for any judgment to be 
based upon the Orders of the Day, be- 
cause the Orders of the Day were mere 
matters of convenience, and were not 
pertinent to the legislation of this House. 
They were merely a modern innovation 
simply for the convenience of the House. 


Service Estimates. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 242 ; 
Noes, 139. (Division List No. 426.) 
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Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
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VOL. XCIX. 
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AYES, 
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Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
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Anstruther. 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 








be 

Ch 
me 
day 


Acl. 
Ag; 
Agi 
Ark 
Arn 
Arr 
Atk 
Bag 
Bal 
Bal; 
Balt 
Balt 
Ball 
Ban 
Bat 
Bea 
Ben 
Bigt 
Big 
Bill, 
Blu 
Bon 
Bos 
Bou 
Bow 











164 
ickney) 
L. 

xX 


ptord- 
xander 
s. Myles 
lbert 
ne, W.) 


“dT. 
d 


d, East} 
yneside 
narks, ) 
Strand) 


ymwich 
mskirk 
merset } 


ohn M. 


edley 
Napier 


ster) 


nes 
Murray 


ward 


eter 
jall 
George 
Notts.) 
).-Lyne 
ernon 
dorset) 
-(Birm. 


3.. E.R.) 
*sh.,N.) 
Yorks.) 
.( Bath) 
ecorge 

3s.—Sir 
nd Mr. 


} 
her 
‘by Co.) 


oton 


os Seale- 





165 Supply—Civil 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy. Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M“ rovern, T. 

M‘Kenna. Reginald 

Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, I. J. C. (Devonport) 


Ciass VI. 


Motion made, and Question put, 





| O’Connor, J. 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
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Moss, Samuel 


| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman. Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N,) 
(Wicklow, W.) 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

edmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 


in Class VI. 


ds 
“That a sum, not exceeding £307,968, | 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the | 


Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, for Expenditure in 
respect of the following Services included 
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Robson, William Snowdon) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donald 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.( Hudderst’d 


TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 
I. A. Thomas and Mr. 
Whitley. 


of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. : 
1. Superannuation and 


Retired £ 





Allowances - - - 305,637 

2. Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions 1,200 
3. Miscellaneous Charitable and 

other Allowances” - - : 696 

4. Hospitals and Charities, Ireland - 435 

£307 ,968 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 243 ; 


Noes, 136. 
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Bousfield, William Robert 
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AYES. 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
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Hozier,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Irederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. I. (Liverpool) 
Lawson. John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H( Hants.. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Supply—Civil 
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Asher, Alexander 
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Bell, Richard 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
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Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 
{ Donelan, Captain A. 
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Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. C. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnaryonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


Crass VII. 


8. Motion made, and Question put, 


{8 AvuGust 1901} 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Kdward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway, N.) 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor.James (Wicklow, W.) 
O Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly,James(Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 


in Class VII. 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Loche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. HnC.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrEC( Monag h’n.N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,Sir JT (Huddersf’d 


Service Estimates. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Nussey and Mr. Lambert. 


of the Estimates for Civil 


* That a sum, not exceeding £42,172, be 
granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the vear ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, for Expenditure in 
respect of the following Services included 








Services, viz. :— 
£ 
1. Temporary Commissions 10,149 
2. Miscellaneous Expenses 17,773 
3. Repayments to the Civil Contin- 
gencies Fund - - . 14,250 
£42,172 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 237 ; 
Noes, 135. (Division List No. 428.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex. F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
dalfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHnSir Michael Hicks 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


AYES. 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
srassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Wm. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Read 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Col. 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’y 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Foster, P. 8.(Warwick, 8.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Kichard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Middx 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, Jas. (Statfords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope.J. F.(Shettield Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Supply—Civil 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bavley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg. John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter Bristol,s. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkinan 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RuHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon, Martin Hy. F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. W. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

fandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


NOES. 


Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


| Clancy, John Joseph 


Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 








Led 
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tasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Geenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(St’lybridge 
tidley, 8S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
tobertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir Jobn F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thomas M. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chicheste1) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Welby,Sir Chas. G. E, (Notts. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,.E. Rh.) 
Wilson.J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Diike, Kt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 


| Emmott, Alfred 





173 


Fen\ 
Fiele 
Flav 
Flyr 
Fost 
Gilli 
Griff 
Grure 
Ham 
Hart 
Hay 
Hay) 
Hay 
Heal 
Holl: 
Horn 
Hutt 
Jam 
Jone 
Jone 
Jord. 
Joye 
Kea 
Kent 
Lam! 
Layl: 
Lean 
Leigl 
Levy 
Lune 
Macl 
Mac) 
MDe 


q, 
“Th 
be g1 
Char 
ment 
day « 
the f 


Vote 


” 


Aclan 
Age-( 

Agne' 
Arkw 
Arnol 
Arrol, 
Atkin 
Bagot 
Baleat 
Balto 
Baltor 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banh 
Bathu 
Beach 
Benti 
Bigno 
Bigwe 
Bill, ¢ 
Blund 


sca 


172 
urne 
harson 
der 


bridge 
rreen) 


UX 
pford- 


is M. 
bert 


ie, W.) 


d T. 
l) 


East) 
reside 
narks 
rand) 


nwich 
skirk 


1erset 
hn M, 


ey 
japier 
Stel) 


a 


urray 
| 


ter) 
all 


votts. 
Lyne 
t) 


E.R.) 
h.,N. 
Bath 
se 

yES— 


and 


hen) 
ligan 








173 Supply— 


Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Gilhooly, James; 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy. Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 





{8 AucusT 1901} 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kulkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Jolin (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly ,James( Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James Jolin 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 


9, Motion made, and Question put, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £14,209,300, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 


Vote 8. 


day of March, 1902, for Expenditure on 
the following Navy Services, viz. :— 


= - 


£ 
Vote 2. Victualling and Clothing - 1,892,300 
» 7 Royal Naval Reserves 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Noes, 81. 


- 292,100 


AYES. 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. ) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


| Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r. | 
| | Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 





Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
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Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Shipbuildings, 
Maintenance, 
tion ILI. 
9. Naval Armaments - 

12. Admiralty Office 

14. Navaland Marine Pensions, 

Gratuities, ete. - 


toberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Narthants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrE(Monaghan,N. 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Repairs, 
ete. See- 
Contract Work 6,685,500 
- 3,919,700 
279,600 


- 1,140,100 


£14,209,300 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 270 ; 
(Division List No. 429.) 


, Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Rezdy 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


| Cranborne, Viscount 


Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 


Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
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Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 


Supply— 


Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | 


Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 


Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone | 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Fergusson,RtHnSirJ(Manch’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brockiehurst | 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Rbt. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Michael (Lond Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W. 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.ot(Londnderry 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F. (SheffieldBrightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies | 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jones, DavidBrynm’r(Swansea | 
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Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hon.W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


Peel, Hn. Wm.Robert Wellesley 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley, 8.Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchle, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas f 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(N’rthmb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxweil, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hn. Chas Hedley 
Sturt, Hn. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Chas. Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.- Col. Edward 


Ure, Alexander 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.(Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und-].yne 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson,J.W.(WorcestershireN. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Hudderst’d 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George) a 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, John (Amagh, S$.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Dennis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Army EstIMATEs, 1 


10. Motion made, and 


be granted to His Majesty, 


{8 AucusT 1901} 
NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
| M‘Govern, T. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 


901-2. 


to defray the 


Charge which will come in course of pay-- sg 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, for Expenditure in. 13. 
respect of the following Army Services, 
viz. :— 

£ 
Vote 2. Medical Establishment, 


Pay, ete.- - - 
3. Militia: Pay, Bounty, 
4. Yeomanry Cavalry, 

and Allowances 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds. ) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


- 1,088,600 
ete.- 2,662,000 
Pay q 

- 375.000 Noes, 81. 
AYES. 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 
Brigg, John 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Worer 
Chapman, Edward | 
| Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
, Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 





Vote 5. Volunteer Corps, 
; Allowances 
Question put, » 7. Provisions, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £44,988,600, other Supplies 
8. Clothing 
and Services - - - 
. Warlike and other Stores: 
Supply and Repair 
War Otfice : 
Miscellaneous Charges - 
14. Non-Effective Charges for 
Offices, ete. - 
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O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(/Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond,JohnE.(Waterford> 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan. Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( Yorks, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( Yorks, W.R. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmond and 
Captain Donelan. 


Pay and £ 

- 1,230,000 
and 

- 18,782,000 
Establishments 


Forage, 


4,825,000 


- 13,450,000 
Salaries and 
305,000 


2,271,000 


£44,988,600 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 264 ; 
(Division List No. 430.) 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Je3se 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A, Akers 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,SirF rancisH.(Maidstone 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fiower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
loster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir AugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hon.S. I. Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Margot(L’ndonderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur HowardHanley 
Heath, James (Statfords, N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 

Hope, J. F.(SheftieldBrightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, l'rederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Asher, Alexander | 








{COMMONS} 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney. Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim, FE.) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Depttord) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 


NOES. 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8. 
Bell, Richard 
Boland, John 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasT homson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, HonArthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W. R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Golloway 
Welby,SirCharles G. E.( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestershire,N 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersfi'd 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Boyle, James 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, {William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


DEPARTMENTS 
1901-2. 


REVENUE 








{8 Aveust 1901} 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
| M‘Fadden, Edward 
/ M‘Govern, T. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| Moss, Samuel 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5%.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


ESTIMATES, 


11. Motion made, and Question put, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £2,884,880, 


he granted to His Majesty, 
Charge which will come in « 
ment during the year endin 


— 


. Customs 
to defray the 
‘ourse of pay- 
g¢ on the 3lst 


Departments Estimates. 


5. Post Office Telegraphs - 
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O’Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 


O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 


| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 

White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 

White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 

Whiteley,George ( Yorks. W.R. ) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks,W.R. ) 

TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Doneian. 


in the Estimates for Revenue Depart- 
ments, viz. > 


£ 
- 528,300 
- 2.356.580 


£2,884, 880 


day of March, 1902, for Expenditure in) The Committee divided :—Ayes, 225 ; 
respect of the following Services included Noes, 116. (Division List No. 431.) 


Acland- Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Michael H. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles W. 





Ceci], Evelyn (Aston Manor) 





AYES. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscourt 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 


| Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxtord, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edwd. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
' Firbank, Joseph Thomas 





Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’m’ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Goschen, Hon, George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Ld.G.(Mdx. 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’dond’rry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(H’nley 
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Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Kobt. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F (Sheffield Brightside 
Hornby, Sir Wiiliam Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robt. Paterson 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier ,Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetireys, Arthur Fredk. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh. 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long,RtHnWalter( Bristol.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. E}lison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M'Calmont,Col..J.( Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 

sarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bell, Richard 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D.J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Hy. F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John $8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

tidley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
tobertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir J. F. L. 

topner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


NOES. 


Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Gilhooly, James 

«xriflith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel <A. 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W,) 
Sharpe, Wiiliam Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,A bel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb.,T’neside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset; 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Thornton, Percy M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James} 


Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuinell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, Arthur S. (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N,) 
W odehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. _ 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. ; 
Mansfield, Horace Rendali 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. é 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Wiillans | 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, ».) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
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: O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) Redmond, William (Clare) Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Stopford- O'Dowd, John tickett, J. Compton Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
om 0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | White, Luke (Yorks., E.R.) 
s. Myles 0’Kelly, James( foscommon,N Roe, Sir Thomas White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Albert O'Malley, William Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
bone, W,) 0’Mara, James Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
vard T. O'Shaughnessy, P. J. Shipman, Dr. John G. Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
ford) (’Shee, James John Soares, Ernest J. Wilson, HenryJ(Yorks.,W.R.) 
; , Partington, Oswald Sullivan, Donal Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudd’rsfi'd 
ord,East) Pirie, Duncan V. Thomas, David Alfred(M’rthyr 
,T’neside Power, Patrick Joseph Thompson, DrEC(Monagl’n,N | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lanarks., Reddy, M. Thomson, F. W.(Yorks., W.R.) Mr. Thomas Bayley and 
. (Strand) 2edmond,John E. (Waterford) Ure, Alexander Mr. Taylor. 


romwich) , ae ee m ‘ . ons 
rmskirk Question put, “ That the Chairman do; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224 ; 
somerset} fF report these Resolutions to the House.” | Noes, 103. (Division List No. 432.) 


* 
* John M. 


AYES. 
ledley 5 ” . é ‘ " : ‘ 
»y Napier Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. Dickson, Charles Scott Hozier, Hon. James Henry ©. 
chester Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Aonew, Sir Andrew Noel Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick | 4 
ames| Arkwright, John Stanhope Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Johnston, William (Belfast) #4 
Murray Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
est e Arrol, Sir William Duke, Henry Edward Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
ard Asher, Alexander Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin Keswick, William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John ellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Law, Andrew Bonar 
’xeter) Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manch’r | Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
n Hall Balearres, Lord Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Lawson, John Grant 
mGeorge Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r |) Finch, George H. Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Ee. ( Notts) Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
\-.-Lyne Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds | Firbank, Joseph Thomas Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
orset) Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Fisher, William Hayes Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
: Banbury, Frederick George | Fison, Frederick William Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
rk, E.R.) Bathurst, Hon.Allen Benjamin | Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon , Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
tersh.N,) Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks | Flower, Ernest Lowe, Francis William 
R.( Bath) Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Forster, Henry William Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
George Bignold, Arthur Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
zp Bigwood, James Gardner, Ernest Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
AYES— Blundell, Colonel Henry Garfit, William Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
rond and Brassey, Albert | Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | Macartney,Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh.; | Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn | Macdona, John Cumming 
Bull, William James Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South | MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Bullard, Sir Harry Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets | Maconochie, A. W. 
Lurdett-Coutts. W. Gore, HnG.R.C. Ormsby-(Salop | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Butcher, John George Gore,Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. | M‘Calmont, Col. J.( Antrim, FE.) 
Mes Carlile, William Walter Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
ncis Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Goulding, Edward Alfred Majendie, James A. H.— 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. | Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Greville, Hon. Ronald Melville, Beresford Valentine 
kA Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Groves, James Grimble Middlemore, John T. 
ik Swift Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Hain, Edward | Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
enlace Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | Haldane, Richard Burdon Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r | Hall, Edward Marshall Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Chapman, Edward Hambro, Charles Eric Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
— Charrington, Spencer Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x | More.Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
‘vonport) Churchill, Winston Spencer | Hamilton, Marq. of (L’donderry Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. | Morrell, George Herbert 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Harris, Frederick Leverton | Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Haslett, Sir James Horner | Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Hay, Hon. Claude George Mount, William Arthur 
Iway, N.) fF Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley | Muntz, Philip A. 
h, South) Coville, John | Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Compton, Lord Alwyne Heaton, John Henniker Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
lens Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Henderson, Alexander | Myers, William Henry : 
ury, Mid.) § Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Hermon-Hodge,Robert Trotter | Nicol, Donald Ninian 
ilkenny) Cranborne, Viscount Hogg, Lindsay O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


erary, N:) Crossley, Sir Savile Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
cklow, W. Davenport, W. Bromley- Hornby, Sir William Henry | Parker, Gilbert : 
verpool) Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Hoult, Joseph | Peel, Hon.Wm.RobertWellesley 
ayo, 8.) Davies, M, Vaughan- (Cardigan | Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham | Pemberton, John S. G. 
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Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen ) 
Litchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H C( North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer. Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


NOES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman,,. Frederick John 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw. J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord EF. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edwara ° 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts,) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh..N,) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie! 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, I. W. (Yorks., W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

White, Luke (Yorks., E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Henry J. (Yorks.,W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Hudd’rsfi'd 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Mr. 
Courtenay Warner. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. | 31st day of March, 1900, and the state- 
| ment appended thereto, as follows, viz. :— 


NAVY 
1899-1900. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Whereas it appears by the Navy Appro- | 
priation Account for the year ended the! 


AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, | ian : : 
| (a) That the gross expenditure for 


| certain Navy Services exceeded the 





estimate of such expenditure by a 
total sum of £1,151,718 11s. 2d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the Sche- 
dule hereto appended ; while the 
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grossexpenditure for other Navy Ser- 
vices fell short of the estimate of 
such expenditure by a total sum of 
£1,749,812 15s. 2d., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule, so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the 
Navy Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net 
sum of £598,094 4s. ; 

(b) That the total actual receipts in 
aid of the Grants for Navy Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts 
by the sum of £265,185 6s. 6d., as 
shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
appended Schedule ; 

(c) That the resulting differences be- 
tween the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expendi- 
ture are as follows, viz. :— 

£ ae 


1,793,043 11 2 
929,764 0 8 


Total Surpluses - = = 
Total Deficits - ° F 





Net Surplus - £863,279 10 6 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application, in 
reduction of the net charge on Exchequer 
Grants for certain Navy Services, of the 
whole of the sums received in excess of the 
estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in re- 
spect of the same Services ; and have also 
temporarily authorised the application of 
so much of the said total surpluses on 
certain Grants for Navy Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits 
on other Grants for Navy Services.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the application of such sums be 
sanctioned.” —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 


moved to report progress. He said the 


Committee had been engaged during | 


the night in the performance of a work 
which it had never in the whole course 
of its long history been called upon to 
perform before. Without one word of 
comment or discussion the Committee 
had voted sixty-seven millions of public 
money, and he thought that the scandal 
would be still further increased if the 
First Lord of the Treasury forced other 
business on the Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Chairman do report progress ; 
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‘and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


THe FIRST LORD oF tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.) : I hope the hon. Gentleman will not 
persist in his motion. The subject 
which the Committee is now asked to 
deal with is of a purely formal character, 
and as far as I know has never been 
discussed before. It is absolutely neces- 
sary to pass this resolution in order that 
we may get on with our financial business 
before we proceed to enjoy our well- 
earned holiday. I hope the hon. Gentle- 
man will not persist in his motion. 


Mr. DILLON said he hoped his hon. 
friend would persist in his motion. The 
honourable understanding on which 
the Supply rule rested was that no 
other business should be taken on an 
allotted day, and he would respectfully 
urge on the right hon. Gentleman that 

,to submit the resolution under the cir- 
cumstances was a breach of that under- 
standing. If the whole of an allotted 
day were not devoted to Supply, and if 
other business were taken, then it ceased 
to be an allotted day. That had been 
recognised by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, for on one occasion when a Bill 
was taken after Supply on an allotted 
day the right hon. Gentleman stated 
that it was taken through an oversight 
when he was not present, and that it 
would not be allowed to occur again. 
The understanding, which affected the 
convenience of many hon. members, 
was that an allotted day should be devoted 
to Supply and to Supply alone, and to 
take other business at that hour of the 
morning was a complete breach of that 
understanding. It might be urged that 
that understanding ceased when the 
12 o’clock rule was suspended, but it 
could not be contended that on an 
ordinary allotted day the right hon. 
Gentleman would be entitled to move to 
report progress at 11 p.m. in order to 
consider other business. Was there an 
alteration when the 12 o’clock rule was 
suspended ? He said not, because when 
the 12 o'clock rule was suspended it did 
| not alter the spirit of the application of 
'the Supply rule, and if the Committee 
sat until 5 a.m.it would still be one sitting, 
and on all fours with an ordinary sitting 
{aici at 12 o'clock. Therefore, 
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the consideration of other business on| hon. Gentleman also said that the reso- 


an allotted day was a distinct breach 
of the understanding on which the 
Supply rule was based. That was a 
strong and unanswerable argument 
against taking any further business that 
night, but even if it did not exist, surely 
the argument of his hon. friend the 
Member for Waterford was one of great 
force. Hon. members had been travel- 
ling through the division lobbies for 
several hours, mainly in a silly proces- 
sion. It was said that that was the 
fault of the Irish members, but it was 
not. It 
ment, who acted in a most  prepos- 
terous manner in lumping together 
Supply without any logical arrangement. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 


is now discussing the resolution passed 
yesterday. He cannot go back to that 


Mr. DILLON said he would not 
proceed in that argument further, but 
he would urge that the proceedings of 
the last three and a quarter hours were 
the fault of the Government, and that, 
therefore, they were entitled to demand 
from the Government after such a per- 
formance that business should be now 
interrupted, and that hon. members 


should be allowed to retire to their beds. | 
He thought that claim was increased by | 
the fact that the whole proceedings of | 


the House of Commons had been turned | 


into ridicule in order to allow hon. mem- | 


bers to be at Blenheim on Saturday. If! 


was the fault of the Govern. | 





MONS} 


lution had never been discussed before, 
but he remembered discussing it himself, 





{to discuss it again. Hon. members 
| were now in a far more fit state of mind 


a complicated discussion of the Estimates, 





Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
| said he thought the reasons given by his 
| hon. friends for reporting progress were 
}unanswerable. There was another 
| reason, and that was that the First Lord 
of the Treasury stated that no important 
| business would be taken after Supply. 
The right hon. Gentleman stated that 
| the resolution was formal, but he differed 
‘from the right hon. Gentleman. 


| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It has been 


treated as formal for generations. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that respect had 
not been shown for what had been done 
for generations in other and more im- 
portant matters. In his experience 
never had a resolution been proposed 
which showed such laxity in the pre- 
paration of the Estimates. Over a 
million sterling more than was antici- 
pated had been expended—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


is now discussing the resolution. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was merely 


indicating how necessary it was to report 


that were a sufficient excuse for turning} progress in order that the resolution 


the House of Commons into a laughing 
stock, and revolutionising the principles 
on which its business had been con- 
ducted for 200 years, surely hon. mem- 
bers who were not going to Blenheim 
were entitled to some consideration. 
It was most irrational for the Govern- 
ment to ask the Committee to consider 
further business that night. The First 
Lord of the Treasury made the astound- 
ing statement that the resolution was 
purely formal. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man persisted he hoped to be able 
to convince him in the course of a some- 
what prolonged discussion that that 
statement was not accurate. An amount 
of laxity in framing the Estimates had 
been shown, and could not be permitted 





to pass without discussion. The right 


Mr. Dillon. 


might be fully considered on another 


occasion. How long did the right hon. 
Gentleman intend to ask the Com- 


mittee to sit? Hon. members were all 
anxious not to interfere with the general 
understanding as to the date of the 
adjournment, but after walking through 
the division lobbies for several hours he 
thought they were entitled to a rest. 
If that resolution were passed, would 
the right hon. Gentleman proceed to 
other business ? Was there any other 
department which had spent a million 
too much in one direction and a million 
too little in another? Certainly on 
previous occasions when Supply was 
discussed no other business was taken. 
The procedure now proposed was en- 
tirely new, and he would appeal to the 
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and if it were persisted in he would have 


| to go home and rest than to enter upon 








19 


rig 
th 
OF; 
Th 


vel 


ho 


Tes 
th 
pe 
Sa 
He 
Sa 
wa 
thi 
wl 
ex! 
Me 
ha 
Hi 


me 


ho 
me 
an 
wi 
col 
Te? 
abl 
Co 
sh 
shi 


a | 


for 
the 
for 
In 

tec 
all 
ac 
bu 
mi 
led 
un 
sid 
pal 
vis 
Fo 
wa 
ha 
mo 
sid 


E) 








192 


ie Teso- 
before, 
imself, 
d have 
2mbers 
f mind 
r upon 
mates, 


urghs) 
by his 
$ were 
nother 
t Lord 
ortant 
upply. 
1 that 
iffered 


; been 


t had 
done 
‘e im- 
rience 
yposed 
, pre- 
ver a 
intici- 


smber 


1erely 
eport 
ution 
other 
hon. 
Com- 
re all 
neral 
* the 
ough 
rs he 
rest. 
rould 
d to 
other 
illion 
illion 

on 
was 
ken. 
: en- 
» the 








193 Navy and Army 


right hon. Gentleman as to whether 
there was not some respect due to the 
Opposition and to the House of Commons. 
The right hon. Gentleman had done 
very well, and would not lose anything 
by falling in with the suggestion of his 
hon. friend. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


E.) said that if it were necessary to pass the | 


resolution in order to be able to introduce 
the Appropriation Bill, that it would be 
perfectly easy to do so by having a 
Saturday sitting. 
House for sixteen years, and had seen 
Saturday sittings again and again to- 
wards the end of the session for exactly 
this purpose, and there was no reason 
why they should not have one that week, 
except the reason referred to by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. Hon. members 
had been deprived of their rest, and the 
House had been driven in a most despotic 
manner, in order to give the right hon. 
Gentleman and his friends a_ pleasant 
holiday on Saturday. Ordinary parlia- 
mentary procedure had been put aside, 
and the most serious interference made 
with their constitutional rights by a 
complete changed procedure for no real 
reason except this, and it was discredit- 
able and an outrage on the House of 
Commons that its rights and privileges 
should thus be ignored, and that it 
should thus be driven as it was, with 
a lash. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that although 
the resolution in previous years had been 
formal,that year it was not quite so formal. 
In past years the Treasury always pro- 
tected the interests of Parliament by not 
allowing anything which was not in 
accordance with constitutional practice, 
but this year the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee had reported that, while acknow- 
ledging the payments were necessary 
under existing circumstances, they con- 
sidered that in future they should have 
parliamentary sanction, and that pro- 
vision should be made for that purpose. 
For that and other reasons the resolution 
was now more important than ever it 
had been before, and therefore required 
more discussion. Accordingly its con- 
sideration should be postponed. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said that the suggestion that the reso- 
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[FourTH SERIES. | 


He had been in the | 
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lution should be postponed was a reason- 
able one. They had been told by the 
First Lord of the Treasury that the busi- 
ness for that night would be the voting 
of Supply. Supply had been voted after 
thirteen divisions had been taken, and 


Expenditure. 


‘surely under the circumstances the right 


hon. Gentleman ought to agree to 
adjourn. He would suggest very respect- 


fully to the right hon. Gentleman that if 


‘the resolution could not be taken on 


Friday they should have a Saturday 
sitting for the purpose of passing it. It 


| was most inconvenient not to have a 
'Saturday sitting, which would obviate 


hon. members being kept up to any hour 
every night. Could the right hon. 
Gentleman give any valid or reasonable 
explanation why at this period of the 
session the House should not be called 
upon to sit next Saturday and the fol- 
lowing Saturday? It would be much 
more convenient to have a Saturday 
sitting than to have prolonged sittings 
night after night. He submitted that 
hon. members should abandon their 
week-end trips, and have a Saturday 
sitting to transact the business which it 
was sought to take that night. Why 
should there not be a Saturday sitting ? 
He had heard it suggested, but he could 
hardly believe it, that most of the Cabinet 
Ministers had arranged to go down to 
Oxford on Saturday to be entertained by 
a certain nobleman in the neighbourhood 
of that town. He was, however, sure 
that that entertainment would not be 
permitted by such a__ businesslike 
Government to stand between the 
House of Commons and the transaction 
of business at that late period of the 
He did not believe that an 
engagement of that kind would prevent 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who 
attended so constantly to his business, 
having. a Saturday sitting to complete 
the work of the session. He had heard 
a story—he did not know what credence 
should be given to it—with reference to 
the proposed alternative of a Saturday 
sitting. It was to the effect that there 
had been a division in the Cabinet on the 
question, and that the First Lord of the 
Treasury said he was quite prepared to 
have a Saturday sitting. and to forego 
the pleasure of being entertained at 
Blenheim, but that the Colonial Secre- 
tary declared that he would not allow 


G 


session. 
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anything to stand between him and the 
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opportunity of being entertained by a 


real live duke, which the First Lord of 
the Treasury might have been used to 
all his life, but which he was not. 


He 


most earnestly protested against hon. 


members who were prepared to do their 


duty and to transact business being kept , now put.” 
upall night and refused a Saturday sitting 


in order that the Colonial Secretary | 
might be enabled to hob-nob with aduke. Noes, 92. 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner,James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wor’cr 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L.(.Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William ' Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W.) 


Mr. William Redmond. 


AYES. 


Gardner, Ernest 


| Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.K.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans (T’rH’mlets 


| Gore,Hn.G.R.C Ormsby-(Salop 


| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 





Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon.RobertW m. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath,James(Staffords., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightsd.) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, Willism (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 








Lawson, John Grant 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Irederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) | 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristoi,S.) | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie K:rkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) | 
Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G.Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim, E.) | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


Expenditure. 


Mr. FLYNN rose to speak, when 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 

Question put, “ That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 180; 
(Division List No. 433.) 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
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| Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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| Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonet William George 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Caldwell, James 
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Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
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Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Daly, James 
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Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 
1airman do report Progress ; and ask | Noes, 176. 
Cl 1 t Progress ; and ask | Noes, 17( 


leave to sit again.” 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93 ; 
(Division List No. 434.) 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
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Thomas, David Asfred(Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (Yorks., E.R.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Ceci!, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J. ( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Feilowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
‘Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(1’r H’mlets 


Original Question again 
oD i¢ oD 


Mr. DALZIEL said this was a very 
important matter, which required some 
He hoped the Secretary to 
the Treasury would be able to explain. 


explanation. 


{COMMONS} 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


NOES. 


Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton,RtHnLordG. (Mid’x 


Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop, James"(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell} 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moleswo:th, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt. HnAGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


proposed, 
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Wilson, Henry J. (Yorks.,W.R- 

TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Waiter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant,James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.T homson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F.L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seaton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East 
Smith, H.C.( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. IF. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon.“Humphry Napier 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, J. W. (WorcestershireN 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


It seemed to him that they had got toa 


state of things when it was almost useless 


future. 





having any Estimates prepared at all. 
He hoped they would get an assurance 
that greater care would be taken in 
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Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, N.) said the | beyond what was estimated, and the 
First Lord of the Treasury had stated | manner in which various other items had 
that the resolution was purely formal. | been expended certainly required some 
The First Lord with his big battalions | 


could carry any resolution he might 
introduce, but that was the only reason 
he could adduce to prove that this was 
purely formal. He had a number of 
objections to the resolution. The whole 
of the schedule to which the resolution 


with which the Estimates had been pre- 
pared. He could not understand how, 
under Sub-section 3 relating to contract 


explanation. With reference to con- 


| tracts, he desired to know how much had 


work, there had been a miscalculation | 


amounting to £1,489,405. 
tion now before the Committee proposed 
that certain amounts of money should 
be deviated to purposes other than those 
for which they were originally voted, 
and the First Lord said this was a purely 
formal matter. Asan example of what was 
going on, he quoted a passage from the 
Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee with regard to the taking over 
of the Nelson Monument at Portsmouth 
by the Admiralty from the War Office. 
The contract for re-building the monu- 
ment amounted to £1,091, but the con- 
tractors proved that the actual cost was 
£1,411, and the Admiralty applied to the 
Treasury for leave to pay the excess. The 
Treasury acceded to the application on 


The resolu- | 


been spent in Government shipyards. 
Of course the Committee knew very well 
that contractors could turn out ships 


/quite as good, if not better, than the 
| ships turned out in the Royal shipyards, 
alluded showed the gross carelessness | 


and certainly much cheaper. The Com- 
mittee would like to know why £809,951 
had been diverted by the permanent 
officials into yards controlled by them- 
selves instead of being expended on 
contracts in the ordinary way. Last 
year the amount diverted was £749,000, 
and the year before £1,084,000. The 
Department could have enforced penal- 


| ties for the non-execution of work, but 


the ground that the work was excep- | 


tional, and that it was impossible to 
make an accurate estimate before the 
work was commenced. That one small 
matter ought to be enough to awaken 
suspicion with regard to the larger 
matters with which this resolution dealt. 
The Public Accounts Committee stated 
in their Report that they were of opinion 
that such deviations should on'y be 
allowed by the Treasury when the 
circumstances were very exceptional, 


submitted 
before the 
an 


taken as a precedent. He 
that the resolution now 
Committee was simply 
Indemnity for Ministers who had 
allowed money to be applied to pur- 
poses for which it was not voted. If 
money which was voted for one service 


could be applied to others, it showed that | 


the House was consistently and con- 
tinuously presented with Estimates which 
were false. They could easily be made 
more accurate if trouble was taken. On 


| other Grants for Navy Services. 


Act of | 


|of such 


they only imposed £350 altogether, 
and he believed that that amount had 
been afterwards returned. The Com- 
mittee was dealing with enormous sums 
of money, over which the House of 
Commons had no control, and it was 
giving enormous power to the Treasury 
to have absolute control of over three 
millions of money. The First Lord of 
the Treasury had suggested that that 
was a formal matter, but at any rate he 
felt very keenly about it. The House of 
Commons was losing its control over 
money matters, and whenever a similar 
resolution was brought forward he 
would not hesitate to discuss it. He 
proposed to omit the following words— 
“That the Lords Commissioners of His 
Majesty’s Treasury have temporarily author- 
ised the application, in reduction of the 
net charge on Exchequer Grants for certain 
Navy Services, of the whole of the sums 1e- 
ceived in excess of the estimated Appropria- 
tions-in-Aid, in respect of the same Services ; 
/ and have also temporarily authorised the ap- 
plication of so much of the said total surpluses 


: f /on certain Grants for Navy Services as is 
and that this case must in no way be | 


necessary to cover the said total deticits on 

*THe CHAIRMAN : The only question 
I have to put is, ‘ That the application 
sums be sanctioned.” What 
the hon. Member proposes to omit is 
merely a recital. 


Mr. O’MARA said he would move, 
instead, that £100,000 be substituted for 
‘the net surplus. It was ridiculous that, 
having spent twenty-two days in dis- 
| cussing Supply last session, the views of 


martial law over £2,600 had been spent ‘the officials should now be brought 
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forward for the acceptance of hon. 
members. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. AusteEN CHAMBER- 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said that the 
hon. Member who first spoke complained 
that the figures before the Com- 
mittee showed great inaccuracies in 
the Estimates made by the Admiralty 
some two years ago. He would ask the 
Committee to remember that both the 
Admiralty and the War Office had to 
forecast the needs of a particular year 
long in advance of the year itself. 
Several of the Estimates were dependent 
on requirements which had to be learned 
from foreign stations, and they had to be 
drawn upa long timeinadvance. When 
hon. members considered that the Esti- 
mates were framed three and sometimes 
six months before the commencement 
of the financial year, it was not unnatural 
that there should be a divergence between 
what was estimated and what was re- 
quired. Although the 
were large, were they improperly large 
having regard to the total of Votes, which 
amounted to twenty-seven and a_ half 
millions? The excess of actual over 
gross expenditure amounted to some- 
thing under 4 per cent., which was not 
very high considering the difficulties 
under which the Estimates were framed. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: They 
are nearly all in one item. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : That 
was mainly due to the failure of the 
contractors to carry out the estimates 
framed, he thought by themselves, as to 
the amount of work they could turn out 
within a year, and also because the 
Admiralty were unable to put out certain 
orders as early as they expected, because 
the designs of the ships were not ready. 
The Admiralty found that they could 
make greater progress in their own 
yards, and they accordingly asked the 
Treasury to sanction the authorisation 
of some of the money which could not 
be spent for the purpose for which it 
was voted. They heard a great deal of 
dealing in affairs in a businesslike way, 
and the manner in which those matters 
were treated was nothing but business- 
like. The hon. Member for South 
Kilkenny asked for details of the items, 
but he did not think he would be justified 
in occupying the time of the Committee 
Mr. 0 Mara. 


{COMMONS} 


divergencies , 


Expenditure. 204 


(in giving them. The hon. member 
| founded his request partly on the allega- 
|tion that the action of the Treasury 
| was illegal. That was a misapprehen- 
sion. Parliament had decided with regard 
| to the Navy and the Army, if there was a 
surplus on certain Votes and a deficit on 
others, that the Treasury should have 
/power to sanction the authorisation of 
the surplus for the purpose of meeting 
_the deficit, always provided that the total 
_sum voted by the House was not exceeded. 
| Parliament had given the Treasury the 
| right to exercise its discretion in connec- 
‘tion with expenditure in the Navy and 
the Army, and if the hon. member wished 
to learn how that discretion had been 
exercised, he would find it set out in full 
in the Appropriation Accounts which 
‘were annually laid before Parliament. 
Those accounts had been examined with 
| very great care by the Public Accounts 
| Committee, and he thought it would not 
/be reasonable to ask the Committee to 
go into details in a resolution of that 
kind, which it had been customary for a 
long time to regard as non-contentious. 

Mr. DILLON said he had no inten- 
tion of going into the details which had 
been already dealt with by his hon. 
friend the member for South Kilkenny, 
| but he wished again to protest against 
the position taken up by the First 
Lord of the Treasury. He was perfectly 
well aware that it was competent for 
the Treasury in connection with Votes for 
the Army and Navy to sanction the 
application of money voted for one 
purpose to another purpose, but the 
very fact that it was necessary to pass 
that resolution showed that it was not a 
formal matter. If it were a formal 
matter the action of the Treasury would 
be left unchecked, and there would be 
no need for the resolution at all. He was 
also aware that there was a very full ex- 
planation in the Appropriation Accounts 
with reference to the matter, but it 
did not follow that because Parliament 
gave the Treasury certain power that 
the Treasury should be at liberty to 





play fast and loose with the 
Army and Navy Votes. That would 
be an absolute absurdity. The sums 


which had been overspent and under- 
spent were enormous, and the man- 
ner in which the Treasury had acted 
was calculated to set at nought the 
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decisions of Parliament. There were 


two other points on which he grounded | 


his claim to discuss the resolution. First 
of all, the miscalculation of the Admiralty 
in matters not connected with foreign 
stations had been enormous. 
preposterous that there should be an 
excess of £245,366 for victualling and 
clothing for the Navy. The number of 
men and boys in the Navy was well- 
known, and not a man or boy more than 
the number voted could be borne. Why, 
then, should there have been such an 
enormous excess? He thought that some 
better explanation than that offered by 
the Secretary to the Treasury should be 
given. He observed that there was 
growing up a most objectionable and 
vicious practice of grabbing money voted 
for one purpose and transferring it to 
another purpose, instead of bringing up 
a Supplementary Estimate in the ordi- 
nary way. That was entirely indefen- 
sible. The First Lord of the Treasury 
had bottled up hon. members. Nearly 
100 Votes had been passed without their 
being allowed to open their mouths, but, 
as long as human nature remained what 
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It was. 
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another direction. If they were not to 
be allowed to discuss Supply in an 
ordinary and proper manner, they would 
be forced to discuss it whenever oppor- 
tunity offered. Hon. members would 
devise novel methods for discussion if 
their ordinary opportunities were cut off. 
There was only one way to put an end to 
discussion on those matters, and that 
was to do what was done in Germany, 
namely, to vote three or four years 
Supply and adjourn Parliament for that 
period. So long as the House of Com- 
mons was called together for the purpose 
of criticising the Government, so long 
would some means of discussion be dis- 
covered by ingenious members, and no 
rules could prevent that. Those were 
the grounds on which he objected to the 
resolution being taken. 


Expenditure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 163 ; 








it was, discussion would burst out in 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry C. 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchil!, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, N.) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 








Noes, 83. 


AYES. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
| Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 


Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
xordon. Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry. S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T’rH’mts 
Gore,Hn G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn Lord4(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 


(Division List No. 435.) 


Hope, J. F. (Shef’d, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Keswick, William 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, F. N. S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 





More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 


| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
_ Morrell, George Herbert 
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Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. | Ridley, S. F. (Bethnai Green) | Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) Gort 
Mount, William Arthur Ritchie, ‘Rt. Hn. C. Thompson | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, Cor 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) | Strutt, Hon. Charles or Crai 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier a 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Ropner, Colonel Robert Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Dav 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Round, James Thornton, Perey M. Diel 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Rovds, Clement Molyneux | Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray Dou 
Pemberton, John 8. G. Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | Tufnell, Lieut.-Colonel Edward Dox 
Pierpoint, Robert Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Valentia, Viscount Duk 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert Walker, Col. William Hall Dur 
Plummer, Waiter R. Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | Webb, Colonel William George Fell 
Pretyman, Ernest George Seton-Karr, Henry Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) Fer; 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Skewes-Cox, Thomas Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks. E.R), Fiel 
Purvis, Robert Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) | Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh.,N), Fine 
Randles, John S. Smith,H.C.(Nrth’mb.Tyneside | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George Finl 
fankin, Sir James | Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) | Firb 
Reid, James (Greenock) | Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— Fish 
Remnant, James Farquharson | Spear, John Ward | Sir Wiliam Walrond and Fiso 
Renwick, George | Spencer, Ernest(W.Bromwich) Mr. Anstruther. Fitz 
Ridley, Hn.M. W.(Stalybridge) | Stanley,Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk ! Flos 
Fors 
NOES, Fost 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seaie- | O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) os 
Ambrose, Robert | Healy, Timothy Michael | O’Dowd, John Gor 
Asher, Alexander ' Horniman, Frederick John O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Bens 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. Goré 
Boland, John Jordon, Jeremiah O’ Malley, Will'am Gere 
Boyle, James Joyce, Michael O’ Mara, James ve 
Burns, John Kennedy, Patrick James O'Shaughnessy, P. J. Gou 
Caidwell, James Leamy, Edmund O’Shee, James John Gree 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Leigh, Sir Joseph Power, Patrick Joseph Grex 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Levy, Maurice Reddy, M. Gro 
Channing, Francis Allston Lundon, W. Redmond,John E. (Waterford Han 
Clancy, John Joseph MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Redmond, William (Clare) Ham 
Cogan, Denis J. M‘Dermott, Patrick Roberts, John H. \Denbighs.) Han 
Condon, Thomas Joseph M‘Fadden, Edward Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) Han 
Crean, Eugene M‘Govern, T. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Has! 
Cullinan, J. Mansfield, Horace Rendall Sullivan, Donal Hay 
Daly, James Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) Taylor, Theodore Cooke Heat 
Dalziel, James Henry Moss, Samuel Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) Heat 
Davies,*Alfred (Carmarthen) Murnaghan, George Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’nN Heat 
Delany, William Murphy, John Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. Her 
Dillon, John Nannetti, Joseph P. White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) Hope 
Doogan, P. C. Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) White, Patrick (Meath, North) Hort 
Duffy, William J. Nussey, Thomas Willans Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) Houl 
Flavin, Michael Joseph O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Flynn, James Christopher O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks,W.R.) 
Gilhooly, James O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) Abra 
Griffith, Ellis J. O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) Tr~ters For tHE Nors— Amb 
Hammond, John O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Sir Thomas Esmonde and Barr’ 
Hayden, John Patrick O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) Captain Donelan. ~ 
oyl 
Original Question put accordingly. | ment, but he did not conclude his speech Burn 
“That the application of such sums be by moving it. Even if he had, I would “9 
sanctioned.” not have accepted it, because he did not a 
Mr. O’MARA said that he had moved | indicate what items amounting to Chan 
an Amendment to substitute £100,000, £100,000 should be sanctioned. _ 
Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member The Committee divided :—Ayes, 167 ; aa 
stated he was going to move that Amend- | Noes, 80. (Division List No. 436.) Cull; 
AYES. Her 
power Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F _ Balfour, RtHnGeraldW(Leeds ; Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire Davi 
Agg-Garduer, James T'ynte | Balfour, KennethR.(Christch. | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Delay 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin | Cecil,iLord Hugh (Greenwich) Dillo 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J(Birm. Doos 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bignold, Arthur | Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r Du 
Arrol, Sir William Blundell, Colonel Henry | Chapman, Edward Flave 
Asher, Alexander | Brassey, Albert Charrington, Spencer Flyni 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Bullard, Sir Harr | Churebill, Winston Spencer Gilhc 


Balf@gr, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) | 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Cavendish, RK. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD (Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford,Sir WilliamTheodore | 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W | 


Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirA ugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gordon, Maj. E.-(Tow’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, HnG RC. Ormsby-(Salop. 
Goschen, George Joachim 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HonLordG(M’d’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hope,J. F.(Shefti’ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Soland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Du y, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 





Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Colonel Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Leng, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S. ) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney. Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. | 
M‘Arthur,CharlesJ( Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Majendie, James A. H 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, ct HnAGraham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
NOES. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 

Healy, Timothy Michael 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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| Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
fenwick, George 

Ridley, Hn M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney), 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N’th’mb., Tyneside} 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich). 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Webb,Colonel William George: 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R. 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.} 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 


| O'Malley, William 


O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
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‘Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
White, Patrick (Meath, North | Wilson,HenryJ.(Yorks,W. kK.) Captain Donelan.: 


1. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 


SCHEDULE. 





Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid, 
| 


| > © . | ‘ 
| Deficiencies | Surpluses 


Excesses of urpluses of of Actual of Actual 


Navy Services, 














‘ 3 Actual over Estimated 
— “ a Estimated over Actual with Rati. d yy ag 
| Votes. Gross Gross ted ; phon: “s 
| | Expenditure. Expenditure. iene : mee v0 
| teceipts. Receipts. 
1 2. 3. 4 
| £8. ad. a eS ee ee Se | £ #4 
1 ... | Wages, ete., of Offi- 
| cers, Seamen, and | | 
| Boys, Coast Guard, | 
and Royal Marines | — 29,559 17 0 os 5,078 14 0 
2 .. | Vietualling and | 
| Clothing for the | 
Navy... ei .. | 245,366 4 10 -- a= 94,407 511 
3 ... | Medical Establish- 
ments and Services | —_ 29 16 11 — 1,745 7 6 
4 ... | Martial Law ... — 2,601 17 8 — — 40 17 2 
5 ... | Edueational Services | —_— 5,001 12 6) _- 395 7 3 
6 Scientific Services ... | — 1,148 15 2! = | 5,159 13 10 
7 Royal Naval Re- | 
serves ie boo 42,243 13 1 —- 95 3 3 
8 ... | Shipbuilding, Re- | 
pairs, Maintenance, | 
etc. : | | 
Sec. 1... Personnel ... .. | 64419 O 2 — _— 240 911 
Sec. 2... Matériel... ... | $09,951 11 11 — — 126,088 17 4 
Sec. 3... Contract Work _... | — 1,489,405 13 5} -- 315 3 3 
9 ... | Naval Armaments ... | — 124,970 1 9} — 19,413 14 9 
10 ... | Works, Buildings, and | 
Repairs at Home | | 
and Abroad .. os -- 40,256 2 7 — 10,865 15 8 
11 ... | Miscellaneous Effee- 
tive Services -. | 27,140 8 7 — — 1,135 0 2 
12 ... | Admiralty Office... — 4,499 8 8 -- 10 7 
13 ... | Half-pay, Reserved | 
and Retired Pay ... | _ 808 7 5 — 17 3 6 
14 ... | Naval and Marine 
Pensions, Gratuities, | 
and Compassionate | 
Allowances ... — — 10,130 5 1) — 118 17 10 
15 ... | Civil Pensions and | 
Gratuities a L759 1 7] — | aT 
16 ... | Additional Naval 
Force for Service in 
Australasian Waters | 42 16 O — — 42 0 0 
Amount written off | | 
as irrecoverable _... 2,196 12 0 — | _— _ 
4,151,718 il : rales 15 2 sai 265,185 6 6 





Nis 





Net Surplus, £598,094 4 0 Surplus, £265,185 6 6 











£863,279 10 6 
enim 


Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... 
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_ 


(Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) took the | surpluses on certain Grants for Army 
Chair. | Services as is necessary to cover the 
Whereas it appears by the Army said total deficits on other Grants for 


Appropriation Account for the year Army Services. 

ended the 31st day of March, 1900, and Motion made, and Question proposed, 
the statement appended thereto, as ‘That the application of such sums 
follows, viz. :— be sanctioned.”—(Mr. Austen Cham- 


(a) That the gross expenditure for 2¢rlain.) 


cormain JAtmy Services exceeded the Mp. DILLON said the largest item 
ee uel expenditure DY 4 in this schedule was £491,877 for pro- 
total sum of £950,384 16s. 6d., as Jo : 

peeing gre No. 1 of the Vsio2® forage, and other supplies. He 
Schedule h oe ar hil = called attention to certain scandals in 
, ereto appended ; while the Qonnection with the contracts for meat 


oS Gade Mrmag? supplied for the Army in South Africa. 
such expenditure by a total sum 98 hen apireles ot EO on = 
of £1.634.061 Bs. 2d. as pats an publie press that the Premier of Queens- 
Coluae No. 9 dt ie alk “ clades land had recently returned to Brisbane 
Schall. gn-tuik Cie pee poor after a tour in Cape Colony, and that he 
ae ARES Soe eee had stated that at the Cape the troops 
expenditure for the whole of the \ore paying 11d. per Ib. for mutton 
Army Services fell short of the gross dal pay ia} -% : vd ; Si cai 4 t 
estimated expenditure by the net which could be landed on the quay a 
sum of £683,676 8s. 8d: Cape Town at 3d. per lb. In these cir- 
of rar ee paper cumstances the hon. Member did not 
(b) That the receipts in aid of certain’ wonder at this surreptitious and_ back- 
Army Services fell short of the door method of smuggling through the 
estimate of such receipts by a total contract, because it was very natural 
sum of £262,092 2s. 3d., as shown that the Government should be desirous 
in Column No. 3 of the said ap- of keeping the whole thing in the dark, 
pended Schedule ; while the receipts and treating this resolution as a purely 
in aid of other Army Services ex- formal matter. The transaction took 
ceeded the estimate of such receipts place in the year 1899, and yet in his last 
by a total sum of £130,217 16s. 10d., Report the Comptroller ‘and Auditor 
as shown in Column No. 4 of the (General stated that he had written a 
said appended Schedule ; so that the Jetter to the War Office asking whether 
total actual receipts in aid of the 4 refund of 2d. per lb. was sufficient, and 
Grants for Army Services fell short that no reply had yet been received. 
of the total estimated receipts by What was the true inwardness of the 
the net sum of £131,874 5s. 5d. ; whole of this transaction? Had the 
{c) That the resulting differences Government investigated this question 
between the Exchequer Grants for in the way they investigated the question 
Army Services and the net expendi- | of the Hungarian horses? Fortunately 
ture are as follows, viz. :— they got an opportunity of raising the 
question of the corruption and swindling 


Total Surpluses - 1,437,483 17 3 — a oe Se — vali ee 
Total Deficits - 885,681 14 0 Was it a fact that Australian frozen 


mutton was landed at Cape Town at 3d. 
per lb., and that the contractors sold it 
to the British Government at 11d.? If 

And whereas the Lords Commissioners that was a fact, it was monstrous, and 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- if it was not a fact there ought to be a 
porarily authorised the application, in| full explanation given why the Comp- 
reduction of the net charge on Exchequer | troller and Auditor General had not been 
Grants for certain Army Services, of the | able to get an answer from the War 
whole of the sums received in excess | Office on this matter. The hon. Member 
of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, also called attention to what was said 
im respect of the same Services; and_ by the Comptroller and Auditor General 
have also temporarily authorised the ap- in regard to the saddles bought for the 
plication of so much of the said total Rhodesian force. It appeared that saddles 





Net Surplus - £551,802 3 3 
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which cost from £8 to £11 were after- 
wards sold at 30s. a piece. That might 
or might not be true, but if it was true 
it was a scandal. The average price paid 
for saddles supplied to the Rhodesian 
force was £4 a piece higher than the 
price paid by the War Office for saddles 
bought at the same time. He found 
that £4,338 had been paid with the 
sanction of the Treasury for the main- 
tenance of troops ealled in to aid the 
civil power during the South Wales coal 
strike. It was a monstrous thing that 
this sum should be smuggled through 
the House of Commons. A question so 
grave ought to have been brought for- 


ward ‘for discussion in Committee of 
Supply. In regard to the War Office 


scandals, to which attention had been 
called, so long as this House had to pay 
somebody ought to be held responsible 
for the jobbery and corruption which 
had taken place. He protested against 
the doctrine that a resolution of the kind 
now before the Committee, which was 
practically a Bill of Indemnity, was to be 
treated as a matter of course. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Gentleman who raised a question 
arising out of the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General seemed to 
have forgotten that the Report was the 
subject of careful investigation by the 
Public Accounts Committee, who had 
made a report to the House on the various 
matters brought before it. The hon. 
Gentleman asked whether any inquiry 
had been made by the Government into 
the statements contained in the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General’s Report, 
and the inferences he was pleased to 
draw from that Report. The Report 
was hefore the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and the examination of the Army 
Estimates required no small portion of 
the time of the Committee during the 
present session. He would take in turn 
the items which the hon. Member had 
mentioned. There were two connected 
with the Imperial Yeomanry—one re- 
garding purchase of saddlery, and the 
other the engagement of a ship. When 
the Imperial Yeomanry was formed in 
the first instance the War Office, as 
everybody knew, was working under 
enormous pressure, and in the early 
stages the Yeomanry Committee carried 
out all the arrangements of the Imperial 
Mr. Dillon 
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‘Yeomanry. In the matter of saddlery 
he doubted whether they could have 
made a much better bargain than they 
did. At the time the whole saddlery 
| trade of the country was working under 
/enormous pressure. The Government 
factories and private factories were at 
their busiest, and when additional orders. 
had to be placed for the Yeomanry it 
was natural, and indeed inevitable, that 
they should be placed at a high price. 
In regard to the ‘“ Louisiana,” the 
Yeomanry Committee undertook on 
behalf of the War Office the transport of 
the force, and that ship was chartered 
for the purpose. Later on it was felt 
to be desirable that the transport of the 
Yeomanry and all the other troops by 
sea should be in the hands of the Admi- 
ralty. That department had more ex- 
perience of transport, and they did not 
shrink from the responsibility of sending 
out the Yeomanry by another vessel, the 
Yeomanry Committee having from in- 
experience made a mistake in the matter. 
In regard to the payment for troops sent 
to South Wales to aid the civil power, 
the hon. Member was not aware of the 
circumstances. An attempt was made 
to recover the cost from the county 
rates, but the decision of the High Court 
was that they were not liable, and the 
expense had to be met by the Govern- 
ment. A more serious case mentioned 
by the hon. Gentleman had reference to 
the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General in regard to the con- 
tract made in South Africa just at the 
outbreak of the war. When he read the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General he took as serious a view as the 
hon. Gentleman, but he should not have 
ventured without further information 
to scatter round so freely gross charges 
of corruption against officers of His 
Majesty’s Army. This matter was care- 
fully considered by the Public Accounts 
Committee, and they had information 
before them which the Comptroller and 
Auditor General had not at the time he 
was obliged to present his Report to 
Parliament. The hon. Gentleman stated 
that the Comptroller and Auditor General 
had been obliged to complain to Parlia- 
ment that he had been refused informa- 
tion by the War Office. What he said 
at the time he made his Report was that 


he had not received a reply to his letter, 
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but by the time he came before the Public 
Accounts Committee he was in possession 
of full information on the subject. The 
Committee heard the Comptroller and 


Auditor General and also the Accountant | 


General of the War Office, and then at 
the desire of the Committee the chairman 
summoned the officer who made the 
contract, and who had in the interval 
returned home to England. Colonel 
Richardson appeared betore the Com- 
mittee, and they therefore had full in- 
formation on the subject. What was 
the story? What were the facts? At 
the outbreak of the war they were called 
upon to provide supplies for very large 
bodies of troops in the field. It was 
most urgently indispensable that those 
supplies should be provided, and the 
officer's duty was not to let anything 
interfere with the proper supply of 
food for the troops. He made a contract 
for either fresh meat or frozen meat. 
Frozen meat was cheaper than fresh 
meat, but it could not be supplied except 
when the troops were close to the railway, 
where the refrigerating cars could be 
kept. If the contractors were obliged to 
supply not frozen meat but live meat, 
they would also have to supply drivers 
and butchers to accompany the Army 
in the field, and they would have to take 
the risk of loss, not from capture, but 
from the cattle being driven about with 
troops on the march. Owing to the long 
delay which took place in the advance of 
the troops beyond the Modder River, it 
was possible for the contractors to supply 
refrigerated meat for a long time, and in 
amuch greater proportion than anybody 
had conceived possible at the time when 
the contract was made, and the re- 
frigerated meat being cheaper the con- 
tractors made a much bigger profit than 
they expected. He would say at that 


point that it was not merely in the | 


interests of the contractors to supply 
refrigerated meat, but also in the interests 
ofthe Army. The evidence was that the 
soldiers preferred it, that it was on the 


whole better meat, and that by supplying | 
refrigerated instead of fresh meat the | 
difficulty and danger of having slaughter 


houses in the camps and having offal to 


deal with in a hot climate were avoided. | 
Therefore the supply of refrigerated | 


meat was in the interests of the soldiers as 
well as of the contractors, who, by reason 
of the long delay on the Modder River, 
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| were able to make profits which were not 
| believed to be possible. The contract was 
|fair in itself, and was well understood 
_ by all concerned in South’ Africa. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
‘if Colonel Richardson understood that 
the contract included frozen meat. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the Report of the Committee stated 
‘that Colonel Richardson, who made the 
contract, distinctly stated that it was 
fully understood on both sides to include 
frozen meat. 


Mr. O'MARA asked if the hon. Member 


would read paragraph four of the Report. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would read it in good time. The 
hon. Member who raised the question 
made a most serious charge and presented 
his case in a most serious aspect. He 
accused the Government of hiding facts 
from the knowledge of the House, and 
under the circumstances he would put 
the story before the Committee, and he 
thought it was not too much to ask that 
he should be allowed to tell it in his own 
way. It was perfectly well understood 
in South Africa by both that 
refrigerated meat might be supplied if 
it could be supplied in good condition, 
but that was not understood when the 
Papers came to the War Office, although 
it was proved to their satisfaction after- 


sides 


wards, and to the satisfaction of the 
Publie Accounts Committee. Having 


regard to that misconception on the part 
of the War Office, and still more to the 
fact that they had been able to supply 
muchlarger quantities of refrigerated meat 
than they expected, the contractors made 
much larger profits than they anticipated 
and they offered to return 2d. per pound. 
The hon. Member who raised the question 
said that had not yet been repaid. That 
wasa mistake. The whole of the amount 
had been repaid. The hon. Member 
was misled —he admitted several 
people had been misled—by the report 
of the Controller and Auditor-General, 
written admittedly at a time when he 
had imperfect information, and when he 
had not all the facts before him. The 


hon. Member suggested that that 2d. 
per pound was nothing more than the 
| duty on imported meat, which the 
| Cape Government had suspended owing 
‘to the outbreak of hostilities. 


That was 
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not so. 


{COMMONS} 


Owing to the scarcity of food | the particular circumstances of the cam- 
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in South Africa, the duty on meat was | paign Colonel Richardson would have 
taken off, but the duty was never charged | made a better bargain if he had taken 
on Governmeht stores, and therefore | separate prices for the two classes of 
the Government had the full benefit of | meat, instead of taking a common price, 
the 2d. per pound in addition to the | But if the troops had moved as quickly 


remission of the duty which was common 
to all stores imported into South Africa 


as was at first expected, and if they had 
'moved earlier away from the railway, 





for His Majesty’s services.. He had|the bargain which Colonel Richardson 
dealt with all the points raised by thehon. | made would have been a very good one 


Member except the fact to which he | for the country. 


called attention, that at the time this 
contract was made for meat for the 
troops at 1ld. per pound the Navy 
andthe troops were obtaining refrigerated 
meat at the Cape at 57d. per pound. 
That was perfectly true. But that 
meat was obtained in the first place 
under a contract made months before 
war was imminent, and _ before 
was any appearance of war. 
members would 


Hon. 


about a great change in the market | 


for those commodities — so great a 


change that the scarcity of foodstuffs | 


obliged the Cape Government to remove 
the duty. In the second place the meat 
was supplied to the Navy at Simonstown, 


and to the troops in the Cape Town | 


district, while the contract at 11d. per 
pound was for meat to be supplied to the 
troops wherever the troops might be. 
That included the cost of carrying it up 
country, and also the cost of drivers and 


purveyors marching with the troops. The | 


price of meat supplied up country could 


not be expected to be the same as that of | 
meat supplied close to the seaboard under | 


a contract made long before war broke | 
out. The Public Accounts Committee— | 
and he would be borne out in what he | 
was about to state by the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Chairman of that Com- | 
mittee—gave very close attention to, 
the matter. The Committee came to | 
the case with suspicion, and they felt it | 
was a case for inquiry. The Report | 
stated that the Committee were of | 
opinion that Colonel Richardson was 
justified in making the contract, but that | 
he should have contracted at different 
prices for frozen meat and fresh meat, 
and that the conditions of the contract 
should have been made more clear to the 
War Office. Looking at what had 
occurred with the wisdom which came 
from looking backwards instead of 
forwards, the Committee said that under 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


| 
| 





there | 


understand that the | 
appearance of war naturally brought | 


It was only because the 
| troops delayed for a long time astride 
| the railway that the contract turned out 
|less favourable that it would have done 
| had the two classes of meat been con- 
‘tracted .for at different prices. In 
| justification of Colonel Richardson's 
/action, he might add that a contract for 
refrigerated meat for the troops had 
never been made before. It worked ex- 
| tremely well, and gave great satisfaction ; 
and on the whole, acting under extremely 
difficult circumstances and very great 
responsibility, Colonel Richardson  dis- 
|charged the task which devolved upon 
him with great ability and great skill, 
and the troops in South Africa in the 
early part of the war owed much to his 
care and attention. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
| he wished to point out that the Vote was 
of a more serious character than in pre- 
| vious years, and that the Admiralty and 
ithe War Office had dealt with much 
larger sums than formerly. There was 
one large item of £5,000, regarding which 
the Public Accounts Committee stated :— 
“ While acknowledging that the payments 
| were necessary under existing circumstances 
it is considered that they should not be made 
in future without parliamentary sanction.”’ 


There was another case in which the 
War Office went off in a hurry and 
bought seventy German guns, which 
turned out not to be very good. They 
did not come into the Estimates, but 
were bought out of the Transport Vote. 
There were likely to be more cases of a 
similar character in the future, and he 
hoped that the Treasury would be more 
careful. 


Mr. DILLON said that the Secretary 
to the Treasury did him an injustice in 
reference to the nature of the contract. 
The Comptroller and Auditor General 
stated that the contract did not mention 
frozen meat, that it was understood at 
the War Office to be for live meat, and 
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that 3,000,000 Ibs. of frozen meat had | 
been supplied under it. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he thought the hon. Gentleman was 
misled by taking the statement of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General before 
he had all the facts before him. TheComp- 
troller and Auditor General gave very 
full evidence before the Public Accounts 
Committee, and in that evidence he 
qualified a great deal of what he said in 
his statement. It was made perfectly 
clear to the Committee that refrigerated 
meat was included in the contract. The | 
conditions of the War Office in reference | 
to contracts for live meat only were added | 
at the end of the contract, and that might | 
have misled the Comptroller and Auditor | 
General. | 

Mr. DILLON said that the hon. Gentle- 
man did not refer at all to what drew | 
his attention to the matter first, namely, 
the statement of the Premier of Queens- | 
land, who had returned from a visit to | 
South Africa. He said that the con- 
tractors got refrigerated meat from Aus- | 
tralia at 3d. a Ib. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had not seen the Premier’s statement. 
He would point out, however, that the 
price of meat at Cape Town was only a 
small proportion of the price up country, 
especially if the meat had to be supplied 
not merely at fixed places but to wherever 
the troops moved. 





| 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer resumed the Chair. ] 
Mr. O'MARA said he had the strongest 


objection to the resolution, as it con- 
veyed a very false impression. There 
had been no saving of £551,000 as was 
suggested, and it was a gross abuse to 
submit such a resolution without any 
explanation. As a matter of fact, there 
was not any surplus at all, and he based 
his statement on the third report of the 
Public Accounts Committee. It struck 
him since he came into this House that 
the accounts were presented in a way 
which would disgrace any big trading 
company in the country. They re- 
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minded him of what the lamented Barney 
Barnato did when he floated his bank. 
There was a good deal of trying to hide 
from members of the House all un- 
pleasant details, and it was only by 
delving into the accounts that they could 
bring to light any of the ugly facts which 
would bear very little comment. Faithful 
soldiers of the Army for whom money 
had been voted had not been expended. 
There was at the Treasury at the credit 
of the Paymaster General of the Army 


: £1,000,000, and there were unfortunate 


soldiers who had come home and who 
were now starving in the streets of 
London. It was a matter of common 
knowledge that soldiers who were entitled 
to medals would not go to be presented 
with them by the King until they re- 
ceived their arrears of pay. Questions 
on the subject had been asked in the 
House, and it was admitted to be a 
fact. He heard the Financial Secretary 
say that these soldiers could only be paid 
a quarter of the amount due, and that 
this would be done as a special concession. 
These soldiers and their families were 
starving because, as the Financial Secre- 
tary said, the money could not be paid 
until the pay sheets came from South 
Africa. Referring to the allowances of 
£1,000 of secret service money to the 
generals in South Africa, the hon. 
Member said he had no doubt this would 
be used for corrupting and seducing from 
their allegiance as many Boers as the 
money would corrupt. This was the 
only way in which the secret service 
money could possibly be used. He would 
content himself by moving the following 
Amendment, “to leave out after ‘ ques- 
tion.’” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE’ ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) moved that the Ques- 
tion be now put. 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.”’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 148 : 
Noes, 72. (Division List No. 437.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour,Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arol, Sir William 


Bentinck, Lord 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F.'(N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich. 


Henry C. 








223 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worc’s 
Chapman, Edward 
‘Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, 'T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. E. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
‘Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
(cordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs, 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 





Question put accordingly, 


{COMMONS} 


Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hope, J. F.(Sheff'd, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon,Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hen. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, F. N.S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long,Kt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn W. G. E. 
Madona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring,HnW. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(W’Ithamstuw 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute 
Murray Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wi. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, HonM. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridlev,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
tound, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith,A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N’rth umbT yn’side 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, AStanley( Yorks,E.R.) 
Wilson,.J. W.( Worcestersh..N, 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, HenryJ( Yorks, W.R.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 
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The Committee divided 


Acland- Hood, C a Sir A. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- ‘Forster, Hugh O, 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r) 
salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Jalfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
salfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
Bullard, Sir oH: 
Cavendish, R. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V¢ WY. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Worc’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, , Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gorcon, Hn). E.(Elein& Nairn) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
a John 
Caldwell, James 
ig John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 
Claney, Jolin Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
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Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty. William J. 
Flavin, —s Joseph 
Flynn, . 
Gilhooly, J 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
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Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, 
Leamy, Edmund 

| Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 
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:—Ayes, 153: Noes, 67. 
AYES. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. } 


Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hope, J.P. (Si fti’ld, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, H. ee. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. (Denbigh 
Keswick, W them 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Are rw Kirkman 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
ame, ‘Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles sented 
MC Rg Col.J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Killop, - 0 ‘tintingshive) 
Majendie, James A H. 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J.( Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F, 


NOES, 


ey Christopher 
ames 


Griffith, Ellis J. 


Jeremiah 


Patrick James 
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Kapenditure. 


(Division List No. 438.) 


Morton, E. J. C, (Devonport 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A.G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torres 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John §. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scotr, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’inb, Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Max well, Sir Jobn M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks. E.R. 
Wilson,J. W.(Woncestersh.N. ) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, ‘l. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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VU’ Kelly. James( Roscommon, N 
(’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

O’Shee, Jaines John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


No. of Vote. 





{COM MONS} Expenditure. 


Kedmond,Join E.(Waterford) Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Redmond, William (Clare) Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks,W.R,) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


tw 
to 
on 


Sullivan, Donal TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) Captain Donelan. 


White, Patrick(Meath, North) 


Resolved, ‘That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 


SCHEDULE. 





Army Services, 1899-1900, 


Votes. 


Pay, ete., of Army (Gene- 
ral Staff, Regiments, 
Reserve, and Depart- 
ments)... ae ee 

Medical Establishments : 
Pay, ete. ... = = 

Militia : Pay, Bounty, ete. 

Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay 
and Allowances... : 

Volunteer Corps : Pay and 
Allowances 

Transport and Remounts 

Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies i 

Clothing Estalb lishments 
and Services ‘ 

Warlike and other Stores : 
Supply and Repair __... 

Works, Buildings, and Re- 
pairs: Cost, ineluding 
Staff for Engineer Ser- 
\ ic es ons 

Establishments for Mili- 
tary Kdueation . 


Miscellaneous E flective 


Services tats tah ° 
War Office: Salaries and 


Miscellaneous Charges... 
Non-ettective Charges for 


Officers, ete. 


Non-effective Charges for 


Men, ete. 
Super: unuat ion, C ompen n- 


sation, and Compassion- 


ate Allowances... 


| ; 
| Balances irrecoverable 





Gross Expenditure. | Appropriations in Aid, 


pesenciiesinialiao 


Excesses of | Surpluses of | Deficiencies of Surpluses of 


Actual over | Estimated Actual as Actual as 
Estimated | over Actual jcompared with compared with 
Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
is 2. o: 4, 
£ s. d ry s. a. { d 6 ace 


= 1,086,432 15. 4 129,050 6 7 — 
| 


29,480 6 5 | - — 425 010 
— 250,294 ll 1 - 2,916 8 5 
_— 4661 5 5 3 0 0 =e 
_— 10,664 15 2 736 15 8 
110,470 9 5 os 38.237 8 3 
491,877 10 11 = 58,983 5 11 
88.006 0 11 58,404 3) 6 
201,370 16 4 . 710 3 2 


— 224970 4 7 51015 13 1 


1411 12 3 — o,f20 VG 
93,058 8 5 — 24,197 15 10 
3.308 10 9 — — 130 1 0 


54,553 3 6 20,962 4 6 


3,184 10 1 2656 14 7 


645 2 8 = — 91 6 2 


797 18 5 — ae 


ia | 


950,384 16 6 1,634,061 2 262,092 2 3 | 130,217 16 10 
| 


Net Sump £683,676 8 8 Net Deficit, £131,874 5 5 


Sur sities surrendered to the sedede .. £551,802 3 3 
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Agne\ 
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Arnol 
Arrol, 
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Balfor 
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Bigno 
Blund 
Brass 
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Cavel 
Cavel 
Cecil, 
Ceeil, 
Cham 
Cham 
Chap 
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Cran 
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Dick 
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Doxf 
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Fiele 
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Firb: 
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| Aid, 
luses of 
ual as 
ed with 
mater 
eipts, 


4. 


to 


7 16 10 
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Question put, “ That the Chairman do 
report these Resolutions to the House.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. | 
Arrol, Sir William | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (dornsey | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

slundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil,Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD. (Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott | 
Dasraeli, Coningsby Ralph |; 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 

Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip 8.(Warwick,SW 





Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


{8 AuGusT 1901} 


AYES. 


Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) | 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim | 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Groves, James Grimble 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley | 
Heath,James(Staffords,N.W.) | 
Heaton, John Henniker | 
Hermon-Hodge,Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Biekersteth 





Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbizh 
Keswick, William 


Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristols. | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


| Macartney. RtHnW.G. Ellison | 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. | 
Massey: Mainwaring,Hn. W.F 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 


NOES, 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 
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_The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147 . 
Noes, 70. (Division List No. 439.) 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles. John S. 
tankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 


Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East 
Smith,H.C.(North’mb.Tyn’sd. 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 


| Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester)' 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


| Wilson, AStanley( Yorks, E.R.) 


Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Boyle, James 
Burns, John 
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Ways and 


i... ell, James 

ta Lupbel!, My John (Armagh, 5.) 
( arvill »Patrie<:ieo. Hamilton 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, thumas Joseph 
Crean, Hugene 
Cullinan, J. 


Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dutty, William J. 


Flavin, Michael Jos2ph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Gilhooly, James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 


{COMMONS} 


, Jones, William (Caruarvuns. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiat 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph ( (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,J ames( Wicklow, W. 





Mea ns. 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, s.} 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, deamiatinetnenns N 
O Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

hg mE ee 
O’Shee, J ames Jolin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Daniel Daniel 
Donal 


»)9o-. 
23? 


Sheehan, 
Sullivan, 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 

‘That, towards mi iking good the Supply 
Piece to His Majesty for the Service of 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, the sum of £86,756,285 be granted 
out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” —(./r. Austen Cham- 
berlain.) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND moved to | 


report appealed to the 
First Lord of the Treasury not to proceed 
with further that hour 
in the morning (4.45). It was 


progress. He 


business at 
not 
reasonable to ask the Committee to 
assent to a Vote of £86,000.000 at that 
hour, when there was not a fair oppor- | 
tunity for 
appealed to the First Lord of the Treasury 


reasonable discussion. He | 
even if he 
views of the Irish members, if he believed | 
that he was completely right and that | 


they were completely wrong, for the 


credit of his own party and the House of | 
Commons, not to perpetrate what was 
little short of a scandal. 





had no consideration for the!’ 


Gentleman had succecded in doing what 
no Minister had ever succeeded in doing 
in the history of Parliament—he had not 
only stifled discussion but had prevented 
hon. members voting against KHstimates 
to which they objected. He therefore 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
accept his motion to report 
After all, « Minister who had the courage 
to outrage all the procecdings of Parlia- 
ment ought to be strong enough not to 


pr PTCSS, 


allow himself to be intimidated by the 
cries of hon. Gentlemen behind him. 
if the right hon. Gentleman would not 


agree to adjourn he hoped his hon. 
friends would resist the attempt which 


was being made to intimidate them. 
If they were forced to fight they 
were quite prepared for it, in the 
absolute consciousness and belief that 
they were in no way responsible for 
‘what had occurred. They were not 


responsible for the new rule, or for voting 
sixty-seven millions of the taxpayers 
money without discussion. He hoped 
that he would live to see another Govern- 
| ment in power who would put into force 
'to the fullest extent, when hon. Gentle: 
|men opposite were in Opposition, the 
| -candalous and outrageous rules which 
were now degrading Parliament. He 
| begged to move to report progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That the Chairman do report P TOgress, 
and ask leave to sit again. —(Mr. 


The right hon. | William Redmond.) 
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933 Ways and 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There have 


been many interchanges between hon. 
Gentlemen opposite and ourselves with 
regard to transactions for the last six 
hours, but there can be no difference with 
regard to the motion now before the 
(ommittee. The hon. Gentleman ap- 
pels to parliamentary practice and pre- 
edent, and [ can assure him that parlia- 
entary practice and precedent are 
unbroken, and that the resolution now 
put from the Chair has always been put 
and agreed to without discussion, it being 
a necessary preliminary to the intro- 
duction of the Appropriation Bill at the 
end of the session. This is not a Vote tor 
money, as the hon. Gentleman seems 
ty suppose. It has that appearance, but 
itis not, and so far as | know, no question 
of controversy is raised or can be raised 
by this formal stage of the Appropriation 
Bill. Under these circumstances L hope 
the hon. Gentleman will not persist in 
his motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND. said he 
had a very good response when the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke to him of parlia- 
mentary practice and precedent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 


Gentleman spoke to me about it, 


hon. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
the right hon. Gentleman answered him 
by saving that the motion was in strict 
weordance with parliamentary prece- 
dent. That was not so, because the right 
hon. Gentleman could not point to a 
single year in the whole history of Par- 
liament where proceedings such as had 
taken place that night had occurred. 
here was never an occasion in which 
Supply had been rushed through as it was 
that night. It was, therefore, no use 
appealing to parliamentary precedent, 


is parliamentary precedent had been , 


outraged by what had occurred. 


{8 Auaust 1901} 
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Mr. DILLON said there was no justi- 
fication for taking the motion that night 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no in- 
tention of taking any Bills to-night, but 
this is w formal resolution. 


Mr. DILLON said that there was no 
object to be gained by pressing the reso- 
lution. It would not expedite business, 
and it would not make any difference 
whether the resolution were passed that 
night or the next night. There might 
be circumstances under which it might 
make a day’s difference in the length of 
the session, but they did not exist at 
at present. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury himself confessed that he had aban- 
doned all hope of being able to prorogue 
Parliament on Saturday week, and, 
therefore, there was no object in taking 
the resolution that night. As he under- 
stood it, the motion for the Appropriation 
Bill had never been introduced until the 
Supply for the year had been voted. 
[Mr. ‘I. M. Hearty: That was the old 
practice.| That was the old practice. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could state 
that by taking the resolution to-night 
he could adjourn on Saturday week, 
he could understand it, but he had aban- 
doned that notion, and there was there- 
fore no hurry for the Appropriation Bill, 
as far as the convenience of the House 
was concerned. The system which was 
now being adopted did not facilitate 
business or tend towards preserving 
the dignity of debate, and never would. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, ‘* That the question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be 
how put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 140 ; 
Noes, 70. (Division List No. 440.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry 
Bignold, Arthur 
| Blundell, Colonel Henry C. 
| Brassey, Albert 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r | Cavendish, V. C€ 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cecil, Evelyn (Astén Manor) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Balfour, K. R. (Christchurch) | Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 


*. W. (Derbys. 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
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Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir W. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS.(WarwickSW. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Mi'dl’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hope.J. F(Shefiield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Abraham, William(Cork.N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

garry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, Jolin 

doyle, James 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 


Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 


Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Jose} h 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duity, Willam J. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the | 
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Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,I’rederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Maedona, Jobn Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh. 
Majendie, James H. H. 
Massey -Mainwairing,Hn, WF. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. 
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Plummer, Walter R. 
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Mansfield, Horace Rendell 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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O’Dowd, John 
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O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donald 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70 ; 
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Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
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Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F, 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey) 
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Balfour, KennethR.(Christch. 
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Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
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Chapman, Edward 
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Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Flower, Ernest 
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Gardner, Ernest 
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Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
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Hambro, Charles Eric 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. WF. 
Molville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthmst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. K. Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George! 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 
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Remnant, J. Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybrdge 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
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Sadler, Col. S. Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
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Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
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Mr. Anstruther. 
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Mr. JOHN 


whether, 


the closure. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: 


stances. 


Mr. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew. Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John — 
Arnold- ‘Forster, H. 

Arrol], Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 


3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,RtHnG: rald W.(Leeds 
Salfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Jathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Brassey, Albert 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 
‘ecil, Eve syn ( Aston Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
‘hamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
‘bapman, Edward 
harringten, Spencer 
‘hurchill, Winston Spencer 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
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‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
ich ¥ iscount 

‘rossley, Sir Savile 

Dav enport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratiolD(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes. Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert. Bannatyne 
Firbank. Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy. Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower. Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) 
Ambrose, Robert 
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A. J. BALFOUR claimed, 
the Original Question be now put.” 
REDMOND 
as the question had not been 
discussed at all, the Chairman could put 


JOHN REDMOND: 


tion has not been discussed. 


do not 
what discussion is possible. 





{COMMONS} 
“ That 


order, 


asked 


Mr. 





Mr. T. M. 
1 wish to ask you, 
there is any precedent for closuring the 
Appropriation Bill at any stage ? 


JOHN REDMOND: 
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Precedents 


do not matter ! 


I do not think it 
is unfair to put it under the cireum- 


*THE 


CHAIRMAN: I 


am atraid | 


cannot answer that now. 


The 


ques- 


know 


Noes. 68, 


AYES. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londondeiry, 8.) 
Gorchen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Pt. Hon.Robert Wim. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords..N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hope.,J. F(Shetfield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, Willian. (Belfast) 
Kenyon, HonGeo. T. (Denbigh) 
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Lawson, John Grant 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Paey 
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Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES. 
Boland, John | 
Boyle, James 


Burns, John 


The Committee divided :— 
(Division List No. 


Original Question put. 


Ave S, 
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Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F, 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (C oventry) 
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Plummer, Walter R. 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Randles, Jobn S. 
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Ridley.S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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Sack ville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York E.R.) 
Wilson,.J. W.( Woreestersh.N 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Claney, John Joseph 

Cowan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Daffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith. Ellis J. 

Hammond, Jolin 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Ht. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy. Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones. William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
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Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M-Govern, T. 

Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien. Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (hilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
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Mean Ss. 


(Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 











Jordan, Jeremiah 


Resolved. That, towards making good 
the Supply granted to THis Majesty for 
the Service of the year ending on the 
3ist day of March, 1902, the sum of 
£86.756,285 be granted out of the Con- 
solidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 


(juestion proposed, “* That the Chair- 
man do report the resolution to the 
House.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he understood 
that the Chairman was about to put the 
question that the resolution be reported 
to the House. The closure motion 
clearly did not cover that. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The motion is a 
purely formal one, and it would be quite 
contrary to all practice and precedent 
to discuss it, although the House might 
divide upon it. 


Mr. ‘T. M. HEALY said that the 
motion to report: progress had been dis- 
cussed on a hundred occasions. He sub- 
mitted he was entitled to assert his right 
to speak on any question put from the 
Chair, A question having put 
trom the Chair, it was a great innovation 
to suggest that hon. members were not 
entitled to discuss it. They had sat 
through the night in great good humour 
on both sides, but it was unfair that they 
who had borne the heat and burden of 
the day should now be denied audience. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had 
inaugurated a procedure which if the 
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been 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 





tain Donelan. 


gas had not been turned off he would 
have called the Cecilian vespers—— 


*Tne CHAIRMAN: I did not  inter- 
rupt the hon. Gentleman because he 
stated that he knew of a hundred ocea- 
sions on which similar debates had taken 
place ; but it is perfectly clear that the 
debate must be strictly relevant to the 
question that I report the resolution to 
the House. The hon. Member cannot 
go back on the resolution. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he agreed. If 
he had imagined for a moment that the 
right of a man to speak on the motion 
would have been challenged he would 
have been prepared to quote precedents 
from Hansard. The impatience of the 
Treasury Bench was most unusual. 
They had got all the money they wanted, 
and they would have a garden party on 
Saturday. The steps which had been 
taken by the nmght hon. Gentleman to 
closure the debate 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is not entitled to go back on the 
closure of the debate. That was the 
action of the Committee. | must invite 
the hon. Gentleman to confine himself 
strictly to the question as to whether 
or not I report the resolution to the 
House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not 
desire to infringe the rules of debate. 
He would merely state that’ he would 
oppose the motion on the ground of the 


I 
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application of the closure to the formal 
stage of a Bill, which, no matter what 
business had been before the House, had 
always been treated as a tree and open 
motion, in the discussion of which every 
hon. Member was entitled to participate. 


Mr. DILLON said he opposed the 
motion because the resolution had not 
been debated. He was rather astonished 
to hear the opinion from the Chair that 
because a discussion was unprecedented 
therefore it should not be taken; but 
they had been doing unprecedented 
things throughout the night. Why 
should the Question be put from the 
Chair at all unless it could be discussed. 
It was an extraordinary position to 
assume that members should be denied 
the right to discuss a motion put from 
the Chair; but apparently they were 
not to be given any opportunities for 
discussion, except such as fitted in with 
the motions of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said that 
it appeared to himif a question were put 
from the Chair, and if hon. members 
were denied the right to discuss it, that 
was treating the House of Commons with 
contempt. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is now discussing the point of order. 
| have given way on that, and I must 
invite the hon. Gentleman to confine 
himself strictly to the Question that I 
report this resolution to the House. 


Mr. LEAMY said he had no desire 
to intrude on the time of the Committee, 
but if recent procedure had not been 
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adopted it was quite possible that all 
those questions would have been settled 
hours ago. He would point out that the 
House was not in a position at that 
hour of the morning to discuss such a 
grave and serious resolution. There had 
been no discussion in Committee, and it 
was not fair to ask the House to discuss 
the question at six o'clock in the morn- 
ing. Everything seemed to be rushed 
through at motor-car speed, and what 
was it all for? The whole object was 
to enable right hon. Gentlemen to get 
down to Blenheim on Saturday. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon Gentle- 
Inan is not really confining himself to 
the motion. 


Mr. LEAMY said it was stated and 
not contradicted that that was the 
reason for the expedition of business. 


*Tne CHAIRMAN: That is not rele- 
vant. 
Mr. LEAMY said he accepted the 


ruling of the Chair. They would be 
able to deal with the matter 
Considering the amount of business which 
had been transacted during the sitting, 
he thought it very unfair to report the 
resolution without discussion. 


again. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move,” That the Question 
be now put.” 

Question put, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided : Ayes, 140; 
Noes. 70. (Division List No. 14.5.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Jalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, K. R. (Christchurch) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 


Mr, T. M. Healy. 





AYES. 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.§C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir W. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. E. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip,S. (Warwick, SW 
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945 Ways and 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E (Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Groves. James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG (Mid’x. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett. Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. ,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hope.J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon. Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland. John 

Boyle, James 

Burns, John 

Caldwell. James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutly, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Cilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the 
the 


Chairman do 
tothe House.’ 


report 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F, 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, Jobn Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim.E. ) 
M‘kKillop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Hy. F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
ONeill, Hon. Robert T 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John 8. 

tankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


NOES. 
Hayne, Rt. Hn.Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvoushire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edinund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy. John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kalkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


fesolution Noes, 70. 


AYES. 
| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
| Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW (Leeds 
salfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Jathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
| Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
| Bignold, Arthur 
| Blundell, Col. Henry 
Brassey. Albert 
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Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Aibert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. ) 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( N’rth’mb.,'T neside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.} 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. S. (Yorks, E.R.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly. James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shauglhinessy. P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White,Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 139; 
(Division List No. 444.) 


Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cavendish, R. PF. (N. Lanes.) 

Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysb. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 











247 Adjournment of 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry. 5.) 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves. James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnL'rdG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett. Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. ,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Rokert 

Jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

soyle, James 

Burns, John 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J 

Condon, Thomas Josepli 
Crean, Eugene 


— 


‘ullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duafiy, William J. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


In pursuance of 
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Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hope,J Fl. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, Wiiliam 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (iristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim,E 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Keresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Davidd (Walthamst’w 





Morrell, George Herbert 
Morriss, Hon. MartinHenryF. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M ‘Dermott, Patrick 
M-Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, Sonth) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tippera’y Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


, O’Brien, P. J, (Tipperary, N.) 


the TTuuse. o4 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce’Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, JamesFarquyarson 
Ridley, Hon-M. W(Stalybridge 
Ridley.S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert =“ 
tovds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone. W.) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertfcrd. East 
Smith, HC( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker( Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich 
Stanley. Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William Hall 
Williaius, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W(Worcestersh.N.} 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Z£ 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W, 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(’ Dowa, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, JamesRoscommon,N. 
(Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, ). Alfred (Merthyr) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patriek( Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifay) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House with- 


out Question put. 


the Order of the 
House of the 22nd day of July last, 


Adjourned at Six of the clock, a.m. 
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ROYAL ASSENT. 
COMMISSION. 
The foliowing Bills received the Royal 
Assent :-— 
1. Education (Scotland). 
2, Larceny. 
3. Education (No. 2). 


4, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 7). 

5. Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 11). 

6. Local Government Provisional 
Order (Port). 

7. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2). 

8. Kirkcaldy and Dysart Water Order 
Confirmation. 

9, Education Board Provisionai Order 
Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) 


10. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 7.) 

ll. Electric} Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 8.) 

12. Electrie Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 9.) | 
13. Electric Lighting Provisional 

Orders (No. 11.) 
14. Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 12.) 
15, Glasgow Corporation (Tramways 
and General) Order Confirmation. 


16. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 3.) 

lj. Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2.) 

18. Tramways: -Orders Confirmation 
(No. 3.) 

19. Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 4.) 


20. Edinburgh Corporation Order Con- 
frmation. 

21. Stirling Corporation Order Confir- 
mation. 


22. Kilmarnock Corporation Order 
Confirmation. 
23. Wigan Corporation Tramways, 


ete, 
24. North British Railway. 
25, South Metropolitan Gas. 
26. Leeds Churches. 
. Worcester Tramways. 
28. Chester Corporation Tramways. 


[FourTH SErizs.] 
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bo 
wr 
Oo 


Asseni. 


| 29. Manchester Corporation. 

30. Long Eaton Gas, 

31. Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and 
Dukinfield Tramways and Electricity 
| Board. 
| 32. Wells Corporation Water. 

33. Albion Steam Coal Company. 

34. Stockport Corporation Water. 

35. Bridewell Hospital. 

36. Freshwater, Yarmouth, and New- 
port Railway. 

37. Bradford Corporation. 

38. Humber Commercial Railway and 
Dock. 

39. London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway. 
| 40. Paisley Police and Public Health. 
| 41. Central London Railway (No. 2). 
| 42. Dover Harbour. 
| 43. South Essex Water. 
| 44. Great Southern 
| Railway. 
| 45, Bournemouth Corporation. 
| 46. Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water 
' and Improvement. 
| 47. Golborne Gas. 

48. Taff Vale Railway. 
| 49. Christ’s Hospital (London). 
| 50. Doncaster Tithe Trust. 
| 51. Harrogate Water. 

52, Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas. 

53. Elland Gas. 

54. Barrow-in-Furness Corporation. 
55. Dublin (Equalisation of Rates). 
56. Metropolitan District Railway. 

57. Arlesey Gas. 

58. Salford Corporation. 

59. Blackburn Corporation. 

60. Brighton Corporation. 

61. Clyde Valley Electrical Power. 
62. Glasgow and South-Western Rail- 
| way. 
| 63. London and India Docks (New 
Works). 

64. Metropolitan Electric Supply. 

65. Rhyl Improvement. 

66. Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby 
Railway. 

67. Birmingham (City) Tramways. 

68. Shipley Improvement. 

69. Biggleswade Water Board. 

70. Bethlem Hospital. 

71. Easton and Church Hope Railway. 

72. Heywood and Middleton Water 
Board. 

73. South-Eastern and London, Chat- 
ham, and Dover Railways. 

74. Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
roads. 
| 75. Cardiff Railway. 

K 





and Western 
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76. Cork, Blackrock, 
Railway. 

77. Mond Gas. 

78. Cromer Water. 

79. Dover Corporation. 

80. Smethwick Corporation. 

81. Lowestoft Corporation. 

82. Ripon Corporation. 

83. Harpenden District Gas. 

84. Southport Water (Transfer). 


and Passage 





EARL OF LEITRIM. 


Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That a Certificate be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Earl of Leitrim to vote 
at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of him the said Lord Chan- 
cellor ; and that the House of Lords has 
ordered such report to be sent to the said 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland; and it is 
hereby also Ordered, That the said 
Report of the said Lord Chancellor be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Swansea took the Oath. 


DEATH OF HER IMPERIAL MAJESTY 
THE EMPRESS FREDERICK OF 
GERMANY. 

The King’s answer to the Address of 
yesterday reported by the Lord Steward 
(E. Pembroke and Montgomery) as 
follows :— 


“T return you My most sincere 
thanks for your Loyal and Dutiful 
Address, expressing sympathy with 
Me in the great loss which I have sus- 
tained by the death of My beloved 
Sister, the Dowager Empress and 
Queen Frederick of Germany and 
Prussia, Princess Royal of Great Britain 
and Ireland. 

“Tt affords Me great comfort and 
gratification to receive this expression 
of your cordial feeling towards Myself 
and the Royal Family, and to be re- 
minded of the warm interest you take 
in all that concerns Them. 

“T shall not fail to communicate to 
His Imperial Majesty the German 
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Emperor your message of condolence 
with Him and the Imperial and Royal 
Family.” 


Address and Answer to be printed and 
published. (No. 190.) 





BILL BUSINESS. 
LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


PRIVATE 


ALDEBURGH — (WATER) 
BILL. 


ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCES.- 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT. 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. 


SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 
Returned from the Commons 
the Amendments agreed to. 


with 








|LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 
| [H.L.]. 


| Returned from the Commons agreed 
' to, with Amendments. 


| 


CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [H.L.]. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1]. 


STRATTON AND BUDE  IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL [u.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


LEEDS 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [u.1.]}. 
Commons’ Amendments considered, 
(according to Order), and agreed to. 


GREENOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; 
to be printed; and (pursuant to the 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | lities Act, 1870, during the session of 
Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 22, | 1901. 
and reported from the Committee. | 


(No. 191.) Presented (by command), and ordered 


| to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. — 
| I. Naval Savings Banks.—Account of 
| deposits in Naval Savings Banks and the 


TRADE REPORTS. | payments thereof, and of interest thereon, 

a of all investments under the Naval 

I. Annual Series :— Savings Banks Act, 1866, and the appli 
No. 2687. Corea ; | cation of the interest or dividends accruing 


in respect thereof, and of the proceeds ot 


ra 2 i pe 
No. 2688. Austria-Hungary any sale of any stocks, annuities, or 


(Bohemia) ; securities during the financial year 1899- 
No. 2689. Egypt (Port Said and 1900. 
Suez) ; II, Prize Money.—Account showing 


No. 2670. Sweden (Gothenburg). the receipt and expenditure of naval 
prize, bounty, salvage, and other moneys 
I. Miscellaneous Series :— between the Ist April, 1900, and the 31st 


are or 
No. 563. Horse Industry in the sae SAO 


United States. 
BANKRUPTCY. 
ae Kighteenth General Annual Report by 
AFRICA, No. 8 (1901). the Board of Trade, under Section 131 
Report by the Mombasa-Victoria of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 
(Uganda) Railway Committee on the 


progress of the works, 1900-1901 (with a COMPANIES (WINDING-UP). 
me). Tenth General Annual Report, by the 
SOUTH AFRICA. Beard of Trade, under Section 29 of the 


J Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. 
Correspondence relating to the pro- 
sittin of teiiiniaien io an 
longation of hostilities in South Africa WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 
; . Report, by the Board of Trade, on 
PITCAIRN ISLANDS. their proceedings and business under the 
Farther correspondence relating to the Weights and Measures Acts. 
condition of the Pitcairn Islanders (in 
entinuation of [© 9148], February,’ paitwAy SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
1899). | LABOUR). 
_— Report by the Board of Trade respect- 
NAVY. ; ated g ; 
ing the proceedings of the Board of Trade 
I, (Courts-Martial).—Returns of the’ under the Railway Regulation Act, 1893, 
number of courts-martial held and sum- during the year ended 27th July, 1901. 
mary punishments inflicted on seamen of 
the Royal Navy, ete., during the year Laid before the House (pursuant to 
1900. Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


II. (Health).—Statistical report of the 
health of the Navy for the year 1900. 





| LOAN BILL. 
| Read 38@ (according to Order), and 


TRAMWAY AND GAS AND WATER passed. 
ORDERS. | 


House adjourned at half-past 


Report by the Board of Trade of their | Hien GF the cle: te. tae. 
proceedings under the Tramways Act | day next, at a quarter past 
1870, and the Gas and Waterworks Faci_| Four of the clock. 


| Ka 
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OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 9th August, 1901. 


DEATH OF HER IMPERIAL 
THE EMPRESS FREDERICK 
MANY. 

The Comptroller of the Household 
reported His Majesty's Answer to the 
Address of the 7th day of this instant 
August, as followeth :— 


MAJESTY 
OF GER- 


*T return you My most sincere 
chanks for your Loyal and Dutiful 
Address, expressing sympathy with 
Me in the great loss which I have 
sustained by the death of My beloved 
Sister, the Dowager Empress anc 
Queen Frederick of Germany and 
Prussia, Princess Royal of Great 
Britain and Ireland. 


‘It affords Me great comfort and | 


gratification to receive this expression 
of your cordial feelings towards Myself 
and the Royal Family, and to be re- 
minded of the warm interest you take 
in all that concerns Them. 

* [ shall not fail to communicate to 
His Imperial Majesty the German 
Emperor your Message of condolence 
with Him and the Imperial and Royal 
Family.” 


ASSENT. 
COMMISSION. 
Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners. 


ROYAL 


The House went ; and, being returned, 
Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 
Assent to a number of Bills [see page 
249]. 
NEW WRIT. 
New Writ for the County of Hants 
(Western or Andover Division), in the 


room of the right hon. William Wither 


Bramston Beach, deceased.—(Sir 


William Walrond.) 


PRIVATE BILL 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. (By Orper.) 


Lords’ Amendments considered. 


BUSINESS. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Lords’ Amendment— 


“In page 4, line 2, of Clause 5, to leave out 
the words * City and.’ ” 


| 
| 
| 
| Read a second time. 

| 

| Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
| that by the Local Government Act of 
| 1898 for the first time the city of London- 
|derry was separated from the county of 
| Londonderry, and there was no such 
‘thing under the section as the County 
Council of the City and County of 
Londonderry. The Act of 1875, which 
was incorporated, placed a charge for 
twenty-three years of £45,000 on the 
capital of £220,000, and it placed that 
charge not upon the entire county of 
Londonderry, but upon certain baronies 
of Londonderry. In these circumstances 
what did the promoters do? He sub- 
mitted that the Amendments inserted 
by the Lords were a gross breach of the 
privileges of this House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is only this 
one Amendment, and of course the hon. 
and learned Member must confine him- 
| self to the effect of this Amendment. | 
think it would be more convenient if the 
hon. and learned Member made his 
criticism upon the question that the 
House do agree with the Lords’ Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was sub- 
mitting that the Amendment of the House 
of Lords was a breach of the privileges 
of this House, and he submitted that 
upon the question now before the House 


his arguments were pertinent. The 
Amendment made by the House of 


Lords in this Act was unconstitutional in 
itself, and it was a breach of the privileges 
of this House, for it affected a large body 
|of ratepayers who never had any notice 
that this charge was to be placed upon 
them at all. That was his argument. 
| He had demonstrated by the section of 
the Act of 1875 that the Act placed this 
charge upon four areas out of the entire 
county of Londonderry. This was a 
most serious inroad upon the privileges 
‘of the ratepayers, but how did it stand 
with regard to the House? The whole 
‘county of Londonderry was now rated 
| for the purposes of this charge. Notic’s 
of this ought to have been given to every 
‘ratepayer in the county of Londonderry 
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957 Belfast ant Northern 
by the original notices drawn up in 
October and November of every year. 
They had the right to petition. He 


would not have complained of this extra- | 


ordinary step so much if it had been for 
the purpose of continuing the existing 
charge for the benefit of the local rate- 
payers, but the proposal now was that 
a large number of persons in certain 
baronies who had never paid this charge 


before would now have to contribute. | 


The Standing Orders of the House 
provided that problems of this kind 
should not be dealt with without notice, 
and insisted upon the privileges of the 
House with regard to any clauses in- 
serted in private Bills or provisional 
Orders sent down by the House of Lords 
being observed, more especially in regard 
to local charges being placed on local 
authorities for local purposes. The 
charge in the original Act was solely 
upon certain baronies—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, _ order! 
What the hon. and learned Member is 
now going into cannot be raised upon a 
point of order, and it would be better 
if he would raise his objection upon the 
general question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the ratepayers 
of Ireland would be placed in a grave 
position if they were denied the protection 
of the privileges of this House in regard 
toa matter of this kind. The procedure 
in regard to private Bills was sufficiently 
difficult and cumbrous, but the Standing 
Order rigidly insisted, under a joint 
Order of both Houses, that no Bill should 
even be introduced te create a public 
charge unless notice had been given to 
every man in the locality, and unless the 
public bodies had notice and given their 
approval of the charge. What became 
of this Standing Order in the case of the 
Lords’ Amendment to this Bill? The 
unfortunate shareholders were to be 
robbed of all their money and property 
for the benefit of a Treasury arrangement 
with a monopolist company. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
point of order. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said his point 


That is hardly a 


was that there was no such body as the. 


County Council of the City and County of 
Londonderry. 


{9 Auaust 1901} 


and County of Londonderry. 





Counties Railwry Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
'The hon. Member is going wide of the 
‘question. He is discussing: the merits 
of the Bill, and he cannot do that upon 
a point of order. 


258 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said his submission 
was that it was contrary to the Standing 
Orders that the House of Lords should 
make this Amendment, which deprived 
the public of the protection of the Stand- 
ing Order which required that all new 
charges laid upon the ratepayers should 
first have the approval of the local bodies. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvsTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): On a point of 
order, may | submit to the House that 
this clause containing the onerating 
charges was not inserted by the House 
of Lords but by this House, and all that 
the Houseof Lords hasdone is to exonerate 
the city of Londonderry, which was 
included in error in the clause inserted 
in this House. Therefore the a tion 
of the House of Lords has not been 
to cast a burden upon any ratepayers or 
taxpayers, but simply to remove from the 
city of Londonderry a burden placed 
upon it by mistake in this House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Is there such a body 
as the County Couneil of the City and 


? 


County of Londonderry ? 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It certainly appears 

to me to be a mere ease of error of 
description. It is a question whether 
the Lords have not merely corrected an 
error which the Commons had _ fallen 
into. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY contended that the 
House of Commons had fallen into no 
error. Because of an objection addressed 
to the House of Lords by some private 
interested parties the Lords had put in a 
clause which onerated the whole county 
of Londonderry. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not understand 
that to be the case. As far as I can 
understand the position, there is no such 
body as the County Council of the City 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


derry, N.): Under the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898 there was no grand 


but there was one grand jury which 


{COMMONS} 


simply a correction. 
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be inserted, and it appears to me tobe 
Therefore the hon, 
and learned Member cannot go into the 


_ question of the effect of the whole clause. 
jury of the city of Londonderry at all, | 


covered both the city and the county. | 
Under the Act of 1875 the seven baronies | 


of the county of Londonderry were 
charged under the guarantee with the 
payment of interest on the sum which 
has been stated at 5 per cent. 
clause as it left the House of Commons a 
non-existent body was named, and the 
House of Lords had simply corrected 
the clause by substituting for that non- 
existent body the body that is obviously 
intended. What the House of Lords 
has done is simply to strike out those 
words relating to the non-existent body 
and make the clause describe an existent 
body, namely, the County Council of the 
County of Londonderry, upon whom 
the burden is thrown. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It seems to 
that all this Amendment does is to 
describe correctly a body which had been 
incorrectly described. Apparently there 
has been no new burden imposed upon 
the ratepayers by the House of Lords. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was of course 
bound by this ruling, and he would 
address himself to the merits of the ques- 
tion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: May I suggest that 
some hon. Member should first move 
that the House do agree with the Lords 
in this Amendment, and then the hon. 
and learned Member can move to dis- 
agree. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.’’—(Mr. 
O'Neill.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he could well 


In the | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was dealing 
with what was his own impression as to 
the effect of this clause as a matter of 
argument and not of law. As the clause 
left this House, it could not be denied 
that it laid a charge upon no man. 
It was idle to contend that this was 
simply a correction. The public of 
Ireland were entitled in an onerating 
Bill to be heard and to say whether 
this Amendment created an onerating 
charge. That was only common logic. 
Slips often occurred in Acts of Parlia- 
ment of which prisoners got the 
benefit of the doubt. The real con- 
struction was that the mind of Parlia- 
ment was expressed by the words of the 
Act, and as those words left this House, 


slip or no slip, they laid no charge upon 


me | 


anybody in the county or city of London- 
derry, and the result would have been 
that they would have escaped by the 
terms of the Act as it left this House. 
Those hon. members who were familiar 
with the Local Government Act of 1898 
noticed the slip, and they blessed the 
name of those who drew up this section. 
This would have passed the House of 
Lords without alteration so far as the 
county council of Londonderry was 
concerned, and the other local bodies, had 
it not been for the interested action of 
a number of private shareholders who, 
in their own interests, set themselves the 
task of getting this alleged ship corrected. 


'He challenged contradiction upon the 


understand why the learned Attorney 


General was anxious that this clause 
should pass, because he happened to 
represent North Derry. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the 


result of this Amendment. 


point that this Bill as it left this House 
relieved the people of the county of 
Londonderry from all obligations in 
regard to this charge. The result of the 
Lords’ Amendment must be considered 


‘in relation to the existing statutes. He 


submitted that the effect would be that 
those persons living in the southern 
baronies and areas of this county would 
for the first time be onerated with this 
charge. 


*Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, 


|S.) said that the hon. and learned Mem- 
| ber for North Louth was under a very 
The only | 
point is whether this Amendment should | question no doubt. 


great misapprehension in regard to this 
The Local Govern- 
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ment Act of 1898 had put an end to, 
baronies as taxable areas for general | 
purposes under the Act, but it had at | 
the same time provided that charges for | 
railways, tramways, and the like could | 
still be levied off the areas which had | 
originally been made liable for such | 
charges, and he understood that these | 
charges had actually been levied and | 
paid in this way since the passing of | 
that Act. When the section left that | 
House its intention was to preserve to | 
the shareholders the rights which they 
possessed under previous Acts. There | 
was no intention to impose a liability | 
upon ratepayers not previously liable. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now going into the 
general merits of the Bill, and he is not 
in order in doing so. 


*Mr. JOHN GORDON said it seemed | 
to him that the intention of the section of 
the Act of Parliament alluded to when | 
it left the House was to preserve to the | 
shareholders any rights which they 
already had. If there was any slip in 
the language used or any mistake, was 
it not a reasonable and right thing to. 
correct it ? If the clause would extend | 
a liability not before incurred, he should 
have supported the hon. Member in 
resisting the change. He would not 
touch the merits of the case ; but content 
himself with saying that he did not think | 
the House would impose any liability 
on the ratepayers to which they were not 
previously liable. 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.) said his | 
action would be largely guided by the | 


{9 AuveusT £901} 
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answer which the Attorney General for 
Ireland gave them as to whether in the 
original Act the baronies were liable 
to these charges. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman tell them whether as the Bill 
came down to them the baronies were—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
matter cannot be raised on this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Nothing else 
arises. That is the whole point. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he had not the 
slightest hesitation in saying that so far 
as the liability of the ratepayers in the 


|particular baronies mentioned in the 
| Act of 1875, they remained exactly as 


they were before. There was no federa- 
tion of the baronies. The Provisional 
Order simply provided that the county 


| districts should be used instead of the 
| baronies. 


It neither circumscribed nor 
extended the area on which any parti- 


‘cular charges were made. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Read the section. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that was his 
interpretation. So far as that Amend- 
ment was concerned, it was obvious that 
it did not charge any district ; but what 
the Amendment intended, he presumed, 
was to indicate the bodies that should 


/ henceforth pay the charge. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 137 ; Noes, 
91. (Division List No. 445.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex.F. | Caldwell, James 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon.A. Akers- 





Anstruther, H. T. 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 





Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Alwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ. (Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eidon 
toulding, Edward Alfred 
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Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther,Rt.Hon. James( Kent) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) , 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John’ 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


{COMMONS} 


Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Paultori, James Mellor 
Peel, Hon.Wm.RobertWellesley 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James'Alexander 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Doherty, William 


| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


| Whitley, 
| Wilsod-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
| Wodehouse, Rt.Hon. E.R.(Bath) 
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Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, Wiliam Edward T. 


| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East} 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks, 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, F. ) 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir Wivtiam H. 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webb, Col. William George 
J. H. (Halifax) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Mr. O'Neill and Colonel J. 
M‘Calmont. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
' Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Fortarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson Dr.E.C.(MonaghnN 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
T. M. Healy and Mr. Daly. 


Subsequent Lords’ Amendment agreed | Smethwick Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 


to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Amendments | 
Bill 


to Dover Corporation 





| Lowestoft 


Corporation 


Bill [Lords]; 


| Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords] ; South- 
|port Water (Transfer Bill) [Lords]; 

Harpenden District Gas Bill [Lords]: 
| without amendment. 





[Lords] ; 
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265 Petitions. {9 AuGusT 1901} Petitions. 266 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | in this House, for confirming a Pro- 
ey nh ae ea — visional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
era ’ a s) shall be read the first time after the 
Ordered, That the parties interested | fps day of June,” be suspended as 
have leave to be heard by themselves, regards a Bill entitled the Pier and 
their counsel, agents, or witnesses, before Harbours Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
the Committee on the Education Board Bil], and that the Bill be read the first 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) time.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

ill [Lords].—(Sir J. Gorst. , ae . 
-e pet rere Bill read accordingly the first time ; 
— ' referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 

WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 289. ] 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and Ordered, That in the case of the Pier 
agreed to. and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) 
Bill, Standing Order 73 be suspended, 
BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND and that the Examiners have leave to sit 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL (Lords). and proceed forthwith.—(Mr. Gerald 
King’s consent signified; read the Balfour.) 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
(RE-COMMITTED) BILL [Lords}. 
Reported, without further Amend- 
ment from the Select Committee, with 
Special Report and Minutes of Evidence 
[Provisional Order confirmed]. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
King’s consent signified; Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. ee ‘ 
Report and Special Report to lie upon 
Tr, “ : rey 297 
PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND the Table, and to be printed. [No. 32 7.| 
SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL Minutes of Proceedings, to be printed. 
[Lords]. [No. 327.] 
King’s consent signified; Bill read | 


te 2 Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- ; 


Monday next. 


SR enh 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL [Lords]. - ADSOUREEST. 
Read the third time, and passed, with, . Resolved, That this House, at its 

Amendments. rising this day, do adjourn till Monday 


next.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL;  —— —~----— 
ORDER (No. 4). ; ‘ 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order PETITIONS. 
made by the Board of Trade under the — 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861,, AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT (1896), 
relating to Berehaven, ordered to be ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and! Petition from Morayshire, in favour ; 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. , to lie upon the Table. 


PIER ANORDER ie b — CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
oO. ° 

ede ee eee on, Pes a abolition of restrictions ; to lie upon the 

: : ; : : Table. 

General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, | 

relating to Berehaven,” presented accord-| QOMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 

ingly. | CROPS, ETC., BILL. 

Ordered, That Standing Order 193A,! Petition from Morayshire, in favour ; 


which provides that “ no Bill, originating | to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Berwickshire, for the 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. [ WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 
sins Copy presented, of Report by the 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE, | Board of Trade on their Proceedings and 
Business under the Weights and Measures 


[ordered 14th June ; Sir Henry Fowler] ; nage oy one ; om aaa a a ae 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | See Le. S26.) 
[No. 319.] | 


Return presented, relative thereto 


PITCAIRN ISLAND. 


ORDERS Copy presented, of further Correspon- 
: pest dence relating to the condition of the 
Copy presented, ot Report by the) Pitcairn Islanders [by Command]; to 

Board of Trade of their proceedings | jj, upon the Tabls. 

under the Tramways Act, 1870, and the , 

Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 

1870, during the session of 1901 [by| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


.. TRAMWAY AND GAS AND , WATER 





Command] ; to lie upon the Table. | Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
; |Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
GAS UNDERTAKINGS. | 2687 to 2690 [by Command]; to lie 


Return presented, relative thereto| upon the Table. 
[ordered 2nd April ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; | 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 


[No. 320.] | SERIES). 
GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL | Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
AUTHORITIES). Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series 


Return presented, relative thereto No. 563 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 


[ordered 2nd April ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; Table. 
to lié upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 321.] | AFRICA (No. 8, 1901). 
Copy presented of Report by the 
(JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Mombasa - Victoria (Uganda) Railway 


Return presented, relative thereto} Committee on the progress of the works, 
[ordered 8th August ; Mr. Gerald Bal-| 1900-1901 (with a map) [by Command]; 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be| to lie upon the Table. 
printed. [No. 322. 





BANKRUPTCY. | INQUIRY “ie wie (COUNTY 

Copy presented, of Eighteenth General | 

Annual Report by the Board of Trade 

under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 [by 

Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 323.] 


Return ordered, “ comprising (1) the 
Reports made to the Charity Commis- 
sioners in the result of an inquiry held 
in every parish wholly or partly within 
the county of Wilts into Endowments, 
compasses wrspnve uP. _ | ube to the poviony of che Chantal 

; oe s, 94, and appro 

Copy presented, of Tenth General priated in whole or in part for the benefit 
Annual Report by the Board of Trade| of that county, or of any part thereof, 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be together with the Reports on those 
printed. [No. 324.] Endowments of the Commissioners for 
inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 

RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 1837 ; (2) a Digest showing, in the case 

LABOUR). of each such parish, whether any, and, 

Copy presented of Report by the Board} if any, what, such Endowments are 
of Trade of their Proceedings under the | recorded in the books of the Charity 
Railway Regulation Act, 1893, during | Commissioners in the parish ; and (3) 
the year ended 27th July, 1901 [by Act] ;|}an Index, alphabetically arranged, of 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | names and places mentioned in the 
[No. 325.] Reports.” —(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
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269 Questions. 
COLONIAL IMPORT DUTIES, 1901. 


Return ordered, “ relating to the rates 
of Import Duties levied upon the prin- 
cipal and other articles imported into the 
Colonies and other possessions of the 
United Kingdom.”—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


ENGLISH, SCOTCH, AND IRISH LOANS 
WRITTEN OFF. 

Return ordered, “ showing the sums 
written off the Assets of the Local Loans 
Fund by the Public Works Loans Acts, 
1896-1900, in respect of English, Scotch, 
and Irish Loans.”—(Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — LORD 

KITCHENER’S PROCLAMATION. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Colonies whether the proclamation of 
Lord Kitchener, issued to-day, was 
drawn up on any suggestion of Lord 
Kitchener or after consulting Lord 
Kitchener. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
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(under martial law must be left to the 
discretion of the military authorities, 
who are responsible for the manner in 
| which they employ such forces. 
| Mr. CHANNING: I understand this 
| question has no reference to martial law, 
but has reference to the enforcement of 
| contracts in the compound at Kimberley, 
'and I understand the right hon. Gentle- 
| man to say that he will inquire into the 
matter. I now ask him whether the 
/employment of British soldiers to enforce 
‘contracts is within the law and the 
| regulations. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I never 
|made any promise to inquire into the 
/matter, because under no possible cir- 
/cumstances could it concern my depart- 
|ment. Either it is an act of a self- 
‘governing colony, with which I cannot 
‘interfere, or it is an act of the military 
|authorities at a time when martial law 
prevailed. If so, the question should be 
addressed to the War Office. 


| Mr. CHANNING: As the right hon. 
Gentleman is laying down conditions 
| dealing with the employment of natives 
'I would ask whether he contemplates, 





THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | in connection with this matter, the 
Birmingham, W.): Of course, Sir, it | employment of British troops to enforce 
was drawn up with the full approval of | contracts either in Kimberley or the 
Lord Kitchener. | Transvaal. 

Mr. CHANNING. Was the approval 
given before ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, Sir. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
|Member appears to be unaware of the 
‘fact that Kimberley is not under the 
|Imperial Parliament. It is under the 
| control of the Government of the Cape, 
NATIVE COMPOUNDS — ENFORCEMENT | which is a self-governing colony, with 

OF NATIVE LABOUR CONTRACTS. | which I do not wish to interfere. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
whether he has, through Lord Milner) [gs not the Governor of Cape Colony, 
or otherwise, taken steps, since the | as representing the King, bound to obey 
shooting down by British soldiers of | the orders of the right hon. Gentleman 2 
natives attempting to escape from the | 
compound at the Wesselton Mine at 
Kimberley, in October last, to lay down | 
regulations or otherwise to prevent the | 
use of British soldiers for the enforcement | 


of contracts, or for any other purposes peso — 
than those which come within the law) Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 


and the Army Regulations. Secretary of State for the Colonies 
‘ | whether Lord Milner or Sir Hely Hutch- 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. The inson have, on their own authority or 
employment of military forces in districts | under direction of the Colonial Office, 


[No answer was returned. ] 


SHOOTING OF A NATIVE—CASE OF 
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taken any steps by requiring the Attorney | 
General of Cape Colony to act or other- 
wise to secure the bringing to trial of 
Captain Cox for ordering a “Cape police- 
man named Smith to shoot a native 
named Dolley, which order was accepted 
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Godefroy at St. Helena, an investigation 
| before a coroner was demanded by the 
Boer prisoners, which demand was 
refused ; and, if so, can he state why it 
was refused; whether at the military 


Pp 
inquiry w hich did take place the friends 





by the court in October last as sufficient | of Godefroy were represented: and 
evidence to acquit Smith on the charge | whether his representatives were allowed 
of murdering Dolley. to cross-examine the military witnesses ; 
whether the committee of Boer prisoners 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir;) who communicated with the Governor 
the matter is one entirely within the|in reference to this incident have sent 
discretion of the Cape Attorney General, /in any statement ; and, if so, whether 
who accepts full responsibility towards | such statement was considered by the 
the Cape Parliament for his decision | court which conducted the inquiry ; 
after careful consideration not to prose- | and whether he will allow the Member 
cute Captain Cox. for East Mayo to have access to any 
| correspondence which has passed between 
Mr. CHANNING: Do I understand! the camp committee, the Governor, 
that it is not within the power and juris- | and the president of the court in refer- 
diction of the Secretary of State for the | ence to the shooting of Godefroy, and 
Colonies and Lord Milner to make any to the official record of the proceeding 
suggestion or recommendation to the | of the court. 
Cape Colony Government on a matter of 


this kind ? 





THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have the | Lancashire. Westhoughton) : The report 
right to make any courteous communica- | ealled for has not yet ya EY I am not 
tion to the Government of any colony, therefore in a position to answer the 
but I do not propose to interfere with | question. 
the discretion of the Cape Colony in| 
this matter. _ Mr. DILLON: Seeing that this 
' occurred in the month of February last, 
‘and as there are means of telegraphic 
communication, cannot the noble Lord 
get the information ! 


LAND SETTLEMENT. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
state the exact sum proposed to be 
allocated to the scheme of land settlement 
in South Africa ; whether, when such | 
scheme has been prepared, will it be} 3 
submitted to the se ; and whether, | ee DILLON : 
before any Imperial money is used, will | — 
the Imperial Parliament have an oppor- | 
tunity of expressing an opinion Upon | EXECUTION OF REBELS--COMPULSORY 
the details of its disposal. | ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. | Financial Secretary to the War Office 
I have nothing to add to my reply of | whether orders have now been sent or 
yesterday. | will forthwith be sent by telegram to 

'South Africa directing the authorities, 

BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA— | 22 the case of any further executions, to 

SHOOTING OF GODEFROY. | discontinue the practice of compelling 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 'the Dutch inhabitants to witness these 
ask the Secretary of State for W: ar | | executions. 
whether, in the case of the killing of | 


Lorp STANLEY: I can only say I 
have asked for the report and it has not 
yet arrived. 


I shall repeat this 


LorD STANLEY: There is nosuch prac- 
| tice as the hon. Member supposes. The 


+ ‘See page 26. 
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al 


single instance to which he refers was 
due to the necessity which, in the opinion 
of the military authorities, existed for 
showing that the sentences inflicted by 
court-martial were really carried out. 
It will not have to be repeated. 


Mr. CHANNING: I should like to 


ask the noble Lord whether I am to | 


understand from his answer that His 


Majesty’s Government have sent direc- | 


tions to South Africa to prevent any 
such occurrence again. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. In the 
opinion of the General Officer Command- 


ing in South Africa this will not have to | 


be repeated. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, 8.) : 
Has the noble Lord received any fresh 
communication on the subject since 
yesterday, when he was questioned in 
regard to it. 

Lorp STANLEY: I believe a com- 
munication was received this morning. 


BRITISH MOBILE 
LAMBERT : 


FORCES. 
I beg to ask the 


Mr. 


Financial Secretary to the War Office | 


whether, having regard to the recent 
military suecesses of the Boers will he 
state what measures are in contem- 
plation and are being taken by the 
(fovernment to enable Lord Kitchener 
to conduct the war with more vigour 
by fresh mobile troops. 
Lorp STANLEY : 
of any recent events which would 
justify the supposition that further 
fresh mobile forces are necessary. 


COURTS-MARTIAL—HEAVY 
ON MUNSTER FUSILIERS., 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War whether 


his attention has been called to the case | 


of twenty-eight men of the 1st Battalion 
Munster Fusiliers, who have been sen- 
tenced to seven years penal servitude 
after landing at Southampton from 
Africa ; and can he state what was the 
offence committed by those men to eall 
for such a sentence. 


Lorp STANLEY: No _ information 


has reached the War Office of any such 
court-martial sentence. 


{9 AuGusT 1901} 


I am not aware | 


SENTENCES | 





274 
| COURTS-MARTIAL—REVISION OF 
SENTENCES. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in cases of such convictions by 
|courts-martial as must be submitted 
|to a judge advocate general for con- 
| firmation or consideration, the accused 
person is required to undergo the in- 
| flicted sentence, whether of imprison- 


Questions. 


/ment or other punishment, before the 
validity of the conviction has been deter- 
mined by that officer ; if so, whether this 

| procedure can be so altered as to secure 

| that punishment shall not be undergone 
until the conviction has been adjudged 
| to be valid by the proper legal authority. 

Lorp STANLEY: General courts- 
martial only must be submitted to the 
judge advocate general for confirmation 
by the Sovereign. Other courts-martial 
are only referred to him before confirma- 
tion when the confirming officer is in 
doubt on some legal point. All general, 
district, and field general courts-martial 
are sent to him for review and custody, 
and if total illegality is discovered the pro- 
ceedings are quashed, but in 1900 only 
one in 400 was quashed. The sentence 
takes effect from the date of the signature 
of the president of the court. It would 
not be practicable to allow a prisoner to 
be at large after trial, and the delay 
involved by the suggestion would render 
| discipline quite impossible. 





MEAT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
| I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
| War Office if he is aware that a quantity 
| of foreign beef is being supplied the troops, 
| whereas the contract is for beef from 
native cattle ; and if he will take steps to 
prevent this in the future. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg also to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether he is aware 
|that in some cases contractors are sup- 
| plying foreign beef obtained in Deptford, 
| Birkenhead, and elsewhere as_ native 
/home-fed meat ; whether he will inquire 
|into the matter and enforce the terms 
| of contract. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
\ that any foreign beef is being supplied to 
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the troops contrary to the terms of 
existing contracts. General officers com- 
manding districts are well aware of the 
conditions of supply, and may be trusted 
to enforce compliance with the terms. 


Mr. FIELD: Will the noble Lord 
make inquiry into facts which I have 
had laid before him as to the supply of 
foreign instead of native meat ? 


Lorp STANLEY: It is a very large 
question, but if the hon. Member will 
bring any specific cases under the notice 
of the general officer commanding I am 
sure they will be fully inquired into. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY OFFICERS. 

Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Militia and Yeomanry Bill of this session 
extends the provisions of the Militia Act 
of 1882 to the Imperial Yeomanry, he 
will consider the advisability of placing 
officers of the Imperial Yeomanry on an 
equality with officers of the Militia as 
regards precedence. 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes, Sir ; this point 
will be considered. 


In reply to Mr. CourTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield)— 


Lorp STANLEY said the whole ques- 


tion, but it would not do for him to make 
any statement at present. 


RETURN OF TROOPS FROM SOUTH 
AFRICA. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
expected return of a number of troops 
from South Africa at the end of Septem- 
ber, he will consider the claims of those 
soldiers to be sent home who have served 
the longest time in the field, especially 
those who, like men in the Derbyshire 
regiment, served in the Tirah campaign 
before going to South Africa, and have 
been wounded in this campaign. 


Lorp STANLEY : I am not at present 
in a position to make any statement in 
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MILITIA PAY. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a militiaman, after disembodi- 
ment or discharge in South Africa, is 
entitled to receive seven days pay, ration, 
and messing allowance for each month 
of embodied service after twelve months, 
in addition to the forty-two days laid 
down in paragraphs 27 and 32 of the 
Instructions relating to the Embodied 
Militia, issued with Army Orders of May, 
1901. 


Lord STANLEY: The embodied 
militiaman whose whole service is given 
in South Africa gets a gratuity of pay 
for forty-two days for the first six months, 
forty-two days for the second six months, 
forty-two days for the third six months 
or any shorter period, and seven days for 
each month after the eighteenth month. 








the direction suggested by the question. 


He also gets a gratuity of 30s. for the first 
year, and if his service extends beyond 
twelve months of £3. 


Mr. COCHRANE: Does it date from 


| the embodiment or from the day of going 
!out to South Africa ? 
| 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not know. 


ARMY REMOUNTS. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 


2 : las i ial S é » War 
tion of promotion was under considera- | ae tae Fuanien Deuctery to the Wer 


Office whether he can state when the 
Report of the Commission to inquire into 
the question of Army remounts will be 
published ; and if he can say how many 
witnesses were examined from Ireland, 
and from what portions of that country 
did the witnesses come. 


Lorp STANLEY : This is a Committee 
appointed by the Secretary of State to 
advise him as to the best method in the 
future of obtaining remounts, and is not 
a Commission as suggested by the hon. 
Member ; and it will be for the Secretary 
of State to decide whether all or any of 
the proceedings shall be made public. 
Meanwhile the proceedings are con- 
fidential. 


Mr. DALY: Cannot the noble Lord 
say how many witnesses have been 
examined from Ireland? There should 
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be no secrecy as to what part of Ireland | selves with field glasses at their own 
they come from. expense, and had been exonerated by a 
court of inquiry from all blame_as to 
Lorp STANLEY : The Report is being | their capture, and that the War Office 
drawn up; all the proceedings were has declined to sanction their indemnifi- 
confidential. cation ; whether, taking into considera- 
'tion the recommendation of the. Com- 
pInLE RANGES LAOEEELD nanors, |anderin-Clet, and the resistance, to 
Mr. COURTEN AY WARNER: I beg men will be reconsidered. 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the | 
War Office whether Pon at a what | Lorp STANLEY: Field glasses are 
progress has been made in oy oe wile | not required by regulation, and have not 
rifle ranges this year, Pi “ i mC | therefore hitherto been considered 
ranges have been opened, and how soon | otter for indemnification. The ques- 


i i Ti eae: ae : : 
td tas near Lichfield will be com-| ti5y js receiving further consideration. 
pleted. | 


Lorp STANLEY: Over £58,000 has | RECRUITING STATISTICS. 

been spent on rifle ranges between Ist! Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
January and 31st March, 1901. The! Fareham): I beg to ask the Financial 
figures for the subsequent months are | Secretary to the War Office whether he 
not yet to hand. Five ranges have been | can state the total number of recruits 
completed since Ist January. Thirty- | raised for the Regular Army and for the 
six ranges for the Volunteers have been | Militia respectively since Ist January, 
approved, and are in course of construc- | 1901, specifying in each case the numbers 
tion. The purchase of land at Lichfield | obtained for the infantry arm and the 
is not yet completed. number of specials. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. Lorp STANLEY: The total recruits 

Papen te F _, for the Regular Army up to the 27th 
b MAJOR gree ng anasemgae ie | July amounted to 25,700, of whom 
Ne age oa ge songs heats oft tie | 12,390 were for infantry and 8,668 were 
Report of the Commission on the Army | specials. F wee the Militia there Late 
Mecjical Department will be ready sate 22.369 recruits, of whom 18,579 were 


if it will be published. | for infantry. 


Lorp STANLEY : I am not able to say | ARMY ANNUAL RETURN. 
when the Report of this departmental; Mr. H. D. GREENE: I beg to ask the 
Committee will be ready. The question | Secretary of State for War whether he 
of its publication does not therefore arise | gan say when the last Annual Return 
at present. of the British Army was published, and 
when the next will be issued. 


SOLDIERS’ FIELD GLASSES. L STANLEY: The | 
Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes):| LORD STANLEY: The last Return 
2 oS | was for 1898. As the House has been 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | Rat) Poesy he 
: é .| already informed, it will not be possible 
War whether he is aware that Sergeants co ‘ : p 
‘ ; . ‘| to collate the necessary information for 
Stephens and Brind and Private Car- another Return until the war is over 
michael, 18th Hussars, were captured | “ ee 
by the enemy, and consequently lost the ; are ee 
field glasses with which they had volun- INDIAN FINANCE. 
tarily provided themselves for the public Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
service ; that the Commander-in-Chief | bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
in South Africa has recommended that | tary of State for India whether he will 
the claims made by the men for the field | state whether it is intended to give effect 
glasses should be paid, as they had shown | to the proposals referred to in paragraph 
considerable zeal in providing them-/69 of the unanimous Report on Indian 
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Expenditure, to the effect that the 
Indian financial year should end on 31st 
December, in order that the Indian 


Accounts may be laid before Parliament | 


at an earlier date than is now practicable, 
and with a view to the discussion on 


Indian Finance taking place earlier in | 


the session. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE FOR | 


INDIA (Lord G. HamiLton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I stated, in reply to a similar 
question on the 2nd of April last, that a 
proposal to make the Indian financial 
vear end on the 3lst December had been 
considered, in 1873, by a Select Committee 
of this House, who reported against it ; 
and that I had communicated the sug- 
gestion of the recent Royal Commission 
to the Government of India, but did not 
believe it would be found practicable to 
adopt it. To this I can add nothing at 
present. 


INDIAN FISCAL SYSTEM—DEATH 
DUTIES. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in view of the present 
character of the Indian Revenue, he 
will consider the desirability of extending 
the principle of the Finance Act of 1894 
to the Indian fiscal system. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: My _ hon. 
friend’s question is a suggestion that it 
would be desirable to raise revenue in 
India by means of Death Duties. The 
question has often been considered, but 
in the opinion of nearly all who have dis- 
cussed it, the habits and usages of the 
people of that country are such as to 
make this form of taxation unsuitable, 
if not impracticable. 


TRINIDAD—GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS. 
*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether a 
further report from the Governor of 
Trinidad, relating to the closing of 
Government schools, and their transfer 
to denominational management, has 
come to hand ; whether he has received 
a petition from the inhabitants of Trini- 
dad objecting to the threatened closing 
of these Government schools, and asking 
for an inquiry into the state of education 


{COMMONS} 


(Sear- | 





Questions. 280 


|in that island ; and also a petition for 
| permission to erect a new building 
for the Royal College, and for sanction 
to add to its teaching staff; whether 
he has reached any decision in regard 
to these matters, and whether the 
correspondence relating thereto will be 
produced. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
| received the further report referred to in 
the question and a petition against the 
,closing of the schools. I have not 
received a petition for a new building 
‘for Queen’s Royal College. I have 
sanctioned an addition to its teaching 
staff. I have not yet come to any final 
decision on the subject of the Trinidad 
schools. 


CAIRO FOX-HUNTING INCIDENT. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
prisoners in the Egyptian tame fox- 
hunting case who have appealed against 
their sentence are still confined to gaol ; 


and, if still in gaol, will His Majesty's 


Government take steps for their release 


| pending appeal. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 


FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 


CRANBORNE, Rochester): His Majesty's 
Government have no information which 
would enable me to answer the first 
question of the hon. Gentleman. With 
regard to the second, the hon. Gentle- 
man is evidently unaware that the 
Egyptian courts are as independent 
as the courts of the United Kingdom, 
and it would be highly improper for 
His Majesty’s Government to interfere 
with their discretion. 


SCOTTISH STEAM TRAWLERS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the mischief resulting from the 
incompetency of masters of steam traw- 
lers in Scotland in navigation; and, 
if legislation is necessary to effect a 


_remedy, whether he will be prepared 


to legislate on the subject next session. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The expediency of requiring 
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masters of trawlers in Scotland to take 
out certificates will be considered when 
any opportunity arises of amending 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, but 
I cannot make any definite promise 
of legislation. 


POST OFFICE LEGISLATION. 
COLONEL 


the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, in view of the general 
ignorance prevailing among parish | 
councils as to their powers under the 
Post Office Amendment Act, 1895, | 
and the Post Office (Guarantee) Act, | 
1898, he will be willing to issue to! 
them a circular conveying to them anew 
in plain language the explanation of 
these Acts, as was attempted to be done 
in the circular letter of 3rd September, 
1898. 





' THe PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wa.tTErR 
LonG, Bristol, 8.) : I will give considera- | 
tion to the suggestion of my hon. and | 
gallant friend. 
ENCROACHMENT ON HINKSFORD | 
HIGHWAY. 
CotoneL WEBB (Staffordshire, King- | 
swinford): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether | 
his attention has been called to the action | 
of the Seisdon Rural District Council in | 
permitting an encroachment on the | 
highway at Hinksford, in the parish of | 
Swindon, in their district ; whether he is | 
aware that the district council have | 
approved plans for buildings which do | 
not comply with their own bye-laws ; 
whether it is with the sanction of the 
Local Government Board that the person 
who advises the rural district council as 
to the acceptability of plans is an architect 
who prepares plans for buildings in the 
district ; and whether he can take any 
steps to secure the proper performance 
by the district council of their duties in 
regard to these matters. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG : I have applied 
to the rural district council for informa- 
tion with regard to the matters referred 
to in the question, and am awaiting a 
reply from them on the subject. No 
sanction on the part of the Local Govern- 
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STOPFORD-SACKVILLE | 
(Northamptonshire, N.): I beg to ask | 
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ment Board is required to the appoint- 
ment of the person who advises a district 
council as to the acceptance of plans. 


ABERYSTWITH—THE “QUEEN BEE” 
FATALITY. 

Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he has received any 
official intimation of the fatal accident to 
the ‘‘ Queen Bee” at Aberystwith, and 
if he will give the latest information to 
the House, whether he can say when 
this boat was last officially inspected, 
and whether, having reference to the 
accidents occurring to pleasure boats at 
this season, he can suggest any better 
system of inspection and registration 
than that which is now in force. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: My right hon. 

friend has asked me to reply to this 
question. I have not received any official 
information as to the accident referred 
to, but [am in communication with the 
local authority on the subject. I have 
under consideration proposals for the 
amendment of the law relating to the 
registration and licensing of pleasure 
boats. 


WELSH ORDNANCE SURVEY. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he will 
state what progress has been made by 
the Ordnance Survey Department with 
the revision of the ordnance maps for 
the counties of Wales, and what counties 
are now in course of revision ; whether he 
has given instructions for the commence- 
ment of the revision of the maps for the 
county of Carmarthen; if not, whether 
he will do so, having regard to the fact 
that the revision of the adjoining county 
of Glamorgan has been completed. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): The counties of Anglesey, 


Carnarvon, Denbigh, Flint, Merioneth, 
and Glamorgan have already been re- 
vised. The revision of the county of 
Montgomery is in progress. Carmar- 
thenshire was revised only thirteen years 
ago, and as revision is to take place every 
twenty years its revision is not yet due, 


L 
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but it will be completed well within the 
The original survey 
completed 


twenty-year limit. 
of Glamorganshire 
twenty-three years ago. 


was 


RABIES IN CARMARTHENSHIRE. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he can give the date 
when the last known case of rabies was 
discovered in the county of Carmar- 
then, and whether he is in a position 
to state when the muzzling order now 
in force in that county is likely to be 
withdrawn. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The last known 
case occurred in March last, but some 
suspicious cases have occurred at later 
dates. Having regard to the long period 
that may elapse before the disease is 
developed in an infected dog, it would be 
undesirable to withdraw the Order at 
present. 


NATIONAL COMPETITION OF SCHOOLS 
OF ART. 

Mr. PEEL: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that the exhibition 
of the works of students in the National 
Competition of Schools of Art is held at 
the dead season of the year—between 
26th July and 31st August—and in a 
temporary iron building at the end of a 
lane ; and whether, in view of the public 
interest in the competition, he could 
make arrangements to have the works 
exhibited in a more suitable place and at 
a more convenient time. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The exhibition 
is held at the time most convenient to 
art masters and teachers and art students, 
by whom it is very largely visited. The 
present structure, in which the exhibition 
has been held for the last ten years, is 
temporary ; and ample accommodation 
will be provided in the buildings now 
being erected. 


SCHOOL EXEMPTIONS AT WALSALL. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
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of Council on Education whether he is 
aware that the Walsall School Board, at 
its meeting in July, granted a number 
of complete and partial exemptions 
illegal in character ; and whether the 
Education Department propose to hold 
any inquiry or to take any steps to pre- 
vent this body from breaking its own 
bye-laws. 


Sir J. GORST: This question is still 
under investigation. 


PUBLIC REVENUE IN THE ISLE OF 

Mr. H. D. GREENE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state what was the amount of net 
income, arising from the Crown lands 
and properties and from the working 
of the Post Office in the Isle of Man, 
received in the financial year ending in 
1901, to what accounts these sums have 
been carried, or to what purpose applied ; 
and whether there is any, and, if so, 
what, agreement or arrangement between 
the Government and the Isle of Man, 
and of what date, relating to the applica- 
tion of these funds respectively. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The net in- 
come arising from Crown lands in the 
Isle of Man in the year 1900-1 was 
£3,935. Iam unable to state the amount 
of net income derived from the working 
of the Post Office in that island. There 
is no special agreement or arrangement 
between the Government and the Isle of 
Man respecting the application of these 
receipts. They form part of the general 
public revenue of the British Isles, and 
are dealt with under the provisions of 
the Acts of Parliament relating to the 
Crown lands and the Post Office, which 
Acts extend to the Isle of Man. 


BRITISH POSTAL ORDERS IN TURKEY. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that British postal orders are only obtain- 
able at the British post oftice at Con- 
stantinople, and are neither issued nor 
payable at the British post offices at 
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Salonica, Smyrna, or Damascus, and | stances it is not proposed to interfere 
can he say what is the cause of the delay | with the present money-order rates. 


in carrying out the reform. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : At 
present the British post office at Con- 


stantinople is the only British post office | 
in the Levant at which postal orders | 


are obtainable. As the hon. Member 
has already been informed in this House, 
the question of extending the _postal- 
order system to the British post office at 
Salonica, has been under consideration ; 
and the Postmaster General hopes shortly 
to give postal-order facilities not only to 
Salonica but to Smyrna. There is no 
British post office at Damascus, but there 
is one at Beyrout, and when there is any 
sign of a demand for postal orders at 
Beyrout—which at present there is not— 
the question of supplying them to that 
office also shall be considered. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the French post 
offices in Turkey issue money orders 
and bons de poste or postal orders paya- 
ble at any post office in France at the 
same rate as in France, and seeing that, 
at the British post offices at Constanti- 
nople, Salonica, and Smyrna, 6d. commis- 
sion is charged on a £1 money order to 
the United Kingdom, whilst the French 
post offices at Constantinople, Salonica, 
and Smyrna charge only twenty-five 
eentimes or 24d. on a £1 money order 
to the United Kingdom, will he take 
into consideration the reduction of the 
charges at these British post offices. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is the fact that the French post office 
charges its inland rates of commission 
on money orders and bons de poste 
issued at its post offices in the Levant, 
and the commission on a French money 
order for 25 franes is 25 centimes. 
The commission on a £1 money order 
at British post offices in the Levant is 
6d.; but £1 can be remitted from the 
British post office at Constantinople by 
postal order for a commission of 2d., and 
the same facilities will exist at Salonica 
and Smyrna so soon as the extension 
referred to in my answer to the last 
question is carried out. In these cireum- 


BRITISH PARCELS POST IN TURKEY. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
having regard to the fact that the 
Austrian post offices in Turkey accept 
parcels of 11lbs. or five kilogrammes for 
Great Britain at a charge of 2s., while 
the British post offices in Turkey charge 
3s. for an exactly similar parcel to the 
same destination, whether he will state 
what steps he proposes to take. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General has no information 
concerning the amount of the postage 
charged on parcels for the United King- 
dom at an Austrian post office in Turkey 
except that of Constantinople. At that 
office the postage is 12 piastres—equiva- 
lent to 2s.—on parcels of any weight up 
to the maximum of eleven pounds. The 
British post office offers a rate which is 
identical for the parcel of maximum 
weight, to which the hon. Member 
particularly refers, while on a seven 
pound pareel it is sixpence less, and on a 
three pound parcel only half the Austrian 
postage. It also offers a more expensive 
rate, but this is for a quicker service. 


BRITISH AND GERMAN MONEY ORDER 
SYSTEM. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that, in the case of 
money orders drawn in England in 
favour of persons in Germany, it is 
unnecessary to write to the persons to 
whom they are addressed, because the 
German postal authorities take the 
money direct to the houses of the 
addressees and receive receipts; and 
whether he will introduce this practice 
in England if the German postal authori- 
ties supply evidence that the system 
works well both as regards telegraph 
and postal money orders. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The. 


Postmaster General is aware of the 


arrangement referred to by the hon. 


| Member. 





The question of introducing it 
L2 
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into the United Kingdom has already been | 
fully considered in all its details, with the | 
assistance of the German post office ;_ and | 
the Postmaster General is convinced 

that from the point of view of the public | 
as well as of the Post Office the arrange- 

ment would be much less satisfactory | 
than that which already obtains here. | 
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penny stamps of the various colonies of 
the British Empire, most of which were 
manufactured by Messrs. De La Rue 
and Company ; and can he say when a 
definite reply will be given to the petition 
of 200 Members of the House of Commons 
for the abolition of the present penny 


| stamp, and the introduction of a royal 


' scarlet or red colour penny stamp in this 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON asked | 
whether the Postmaster General would | 
give the system a trial. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1) 
understand that in the opinion of the | 
advisers of the Postmaster General | 
the difficulty of identification would be | 
greater in this country than in Germany, | 
where more is known about individuals, 
and money orders would miscarry and 





fail to reach the persons for whom they | 


are intended. 


LONDON TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg | 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any arrangement has_ been 
come to between the Government and 
the National Telephone Company for 
equal charges for telephones and tele- 
phone services in London ; and whether 
the Government or the Postmaster 
General has now abandoned the inten- 
tion to enter into competition with the 
National Telephone Company, as indi- 
cated in the speech of the late Secretary 
to the Treasury. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Negotiations are in progress between the | 


Post Office and the National Telephone |’ 


Company with a view to secure the | 
greatest possible facilities for telephone 
users in the London district, and in 
particular free intereommunication be- 
tween all subscribers on either system 
within that area. These negotiations 
are not yet completed; and it is not 
possible for me to make any further state- 
ment upon them at present. 


NEW POSTAGE STAMPS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he has inspected the red colour | 

\ 





country. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The question of the colour of the new 
penny stamp is still under consideration, 
and it is not likely that a decision can 
be arrived at immediately. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND 
FREE POSTAGE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
| in view of the fact that while all inspec- 
| tion notes, invoices, and letters addressed 
to the Army Clothing Department by 
contractors are post free, exactly similar 
documents to the Naval Store, Deptford, 
require to be post paid, whether he will 
take steps to remedy this difference. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The question of including the Naval 
Store, Deptford, in the list of Govern- 
ment departments entitled to receive 
correspondence free of postage is one for 
the Lords of the Admiralty, in conjunc- 
tion with the Postmaster General, and 
no communication has been received on 
the subject. 





TELEGRAPH OFFICE GUARANTEES. 
CotoneL STOPFORD-SACKVILLE: 


| [ beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state on what basis the 
calculations are founded which operate 
to prevent the extension of telegraph 
offices except under guarantee ; when 
were the Treasury regulations last revised, 
and can he give the number of telegraph 
guarantees now existing in England 
and Wales, distinguishing between those 
by private individuals and those by 
district and parish councils or meetings. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 


the case of villages where it is estimated 
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that the revenue to be derived from |been received and their claims and 

telegrams will cover the expenses there | qualifications have been considered. 

is generally speaking nothing to prevent | 

the extension of the telegraphs. It is | 

only where the estimated revenue is not| yyp KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 

sufficient that a guarantee is required. | beg £6: wile: Sle Chasiedler of the Th 
. 1 aes a) . , , = 

The amount of the guarantee is made | “ eatin “Sin 3 : 

up of a charge for interest on the cost |; 10°" .¥ ther ‘he is aware ‘of ‘the 

P . OF : . | inconvenience caused to persons of small 

of constructing the line, the annual cost |p. |; . . 

: ; | fixed incomes in having to make out each 

for maintenance, and the payments to}. . . . 

h. ; |year in detail a statement of income 
the sub-postmaster. The regulations | chick pedmtiiahay. Sith ‘aMietudmaniehs ail 
were last revised in 1897, on the occasion | Satan ciepertrttaiss na iol the ‘ tit] d 
f Her late Majesty’s Diamond Jubilee, | pe aan ay Semmens 
0 ate Majesty s Wis JUDIE, | by law d seei ‘ at 
and the State then undertook for the|’% )°%? {ue Scans a oe eo 

] » rea 7] v7] > ; > 
; ; : such as ladies and others unaccustomed 
first time to bear half the risk of every | % Re 
r sane ” \to business, forfeit the abatements to 
. ; | which they are entitled sooner than face 


|the annual ordeal of filling income tax 


INCOME TAX ABATEMENTS. 








DISMISSALS OF DISHONEST 
POSTMEN. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he can state what is the number 
of established and unestablished postmen 
who were dismissed for dishonesty or on 
suspicion in the years 1897, 1898, 1899, 
and 1900. 


| forms, he will provide that in those cases 
| wherein the right to abatement is once 
established, particularly under Schedules 
A and B, a simple declaration that the 
previous income has not increased be 
accepted by the Revenue authorities in 
proof of any further claims for abate- 
ments from the same person. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 


strictness the income tax laws require 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
The number of postmen dismissed on | 
the charge of dishonesty during the years 
in question is as follows :—In 1897, 53 
established and 46 unestablished post- 
men; in 1898, 52 established and 46 
unestablished postmen; in 1899, 54 
established and 45 unestablished post- 
men; in 1900, 72 established and 72 
unestablished postmen. 


LAURENCEKIRK POSTMASTERSHIP 


Mr. CROMBIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
he will make an early appointment to 
the postmastership at Laurencekirk. 
which has been vacant since June, in! 
view of the inconvenience caused to the 
public by having a post office employing 
eighteen subordinate officials without a 
head. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


The vacancy for a _ postmaster at 


Laurencekirk has been advertised in the 
weekly ‘‘ Post Office Circular,” and an 
appointment will be made as soon as all| Mr. 
the applications from candidates have 


that a person whose income falls within 
the statutory limits of abatement should 
establish his claim to abatement year by 
year. But, as a matter of practice, 
when a title to abatement has once 
been established, the officers of the Board 
of Inland Revenue do, whenever practi- 
cable, dispense with a fresh formal claim 
from the same person during the next 
few years. 


KASTERN AND SOUTH AFRICA 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he would state the reasons 
which necessitated the conclusion of a 
fresh agreement with the Eastern and 
South Africa Telegraph Company for a 
prolonged period, based upon certain 
stipulations and subsidies, without wait- 
ing for the Report of the Cable Committee 


‘appointed for the special purpose of 


examining and reporting upon these 
very terms and conditions ; also whether 
the omission of an expropriation clause 
on fair terms was intentional. 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


, The completion of this arrangement has 
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been delayed by protracted negotiations | for Scotland, seeing that an application 
on points of detail, but its principle was | made by the parish council of Kincardine, 
accepted by His Majesty’s Govern- | Ross-shire, under the Local Government 
ment and the Cape Government nearly (Scotland) Act, 1894, Section 26, autho- 
a year before the Cable Committee was rising land to be taken on lease com- 
appointed. | pulsorily for allotments, was refused by 


| tl y st f 1 
DW wY-T- : | the county council for Ross and Cromarty 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON put a/| on 4th May, 1899, will he state the cause 


question which was inaudible. | bb stvsiiehaaal 
| Of the refusal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : On | 
that point we are waiting for the opinion| *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
of the Cable Committee, which specially |informed by the Local Government 
directed its attention to this point. 1 Board that the refusal of the county 
can express no opinion until we have their | council of Ross and Cromarty to grant an 
Report. /order authorising the parish council of 
| Kincardine to take land on lease com- 
LOCAL TAXATION IN SCOTLAND. | pulsorily for allotments was the subject 
ad : | of an appeal to them in terms of Section 
Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire): I beg to ask | 25 (5) of the Local Government (Scot- 
the Lord Advocate whether he can state land) Act, 1894. The Board made care- 
when the Royal Commission on Local | fy] inquiry into the case, and induced 
Taxation will issue their Report for | the county council to reconsider their 
Scotland. | decision, but at this stage the cireum- 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A | stances had so altered as to convince the 
Granam Murray, Buteshire) : A definite | C°UDtY council that they ought not to 
date cannot be fixed, but it is hoped that | *S" bg — Eoaagen The “re 
the Report in question may be issued in | COUNCY OF Aincaraine, in view 0 rae 


indies ths autieas of Chie weak | altered circumstances, intimated to the 
a Board that they did not desire to press 


their appeal. 
STORNOWAY ALLOTMENTS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I| TYRONE COUNTY COUNCIL OFFICIALS. 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre-| Mr) MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
weer the Secretary for Scotland, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
whether he is aware that a Return re- ; 
cently published shows that 117 applica- 
ee have been made to the mornowsy shortly after its entrance to office, con- 
parish eouneil _for allotments pinee | sidered the claims of its assistant sur- 
15th May, 1895, under Section 26 0 'veyors for increase of salaries, and 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act, | decided on giving an insrease of 25 per 
1894; and, seeing that the whole of! cent., that this action of the council re- 
these applications have been refused, | ceived the sanction of the Local Govern- 
will he explain the cause. ment Board in September, 1899, and 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam/|that at the bidding of the assistant 
informed by the clerk to the parish SUTVveyors and against the wish of the 
council of Stornoway that the applica- council the Local Government Board 
tions for allotments referred to by the S¢nt an inspector to Omagh last month 
hon. Member were refused on account ‘? hold an inquiry unto @ matter settled 
of the proprietors not consenting to and sanctioned in September, 1899 ; is 
grant the land for that purpose. I also | he aware that the county council at the 
understand that the parish council made | annual meeting in June last passed . 
no application to the county council for | resolution requesting the Local Govern- 
compulsory powers. ) ment Board to allow it to hold half-yearly 

instead of quarterly meetings in future, 
s eae and that in case the request is granted the 
ALLOTMENTS IN ROSS-SHIRE. duties of surveyors will be reduced to 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord| what they were under the old grand 

Advocate, as representing the Secretary | jury system, and will he direct the Board 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Tyrone County Council, 
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to deal with the resolution in respect to | supplies delayed for months, but have 
half-yearly meetings before deciding the | forfeited the money and supplies, and 
claims of assistant surveyors for still | whether, in view of these charges made 





further increase. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHaw, 


a resolution increasing the salaries of the 
assistant surveyors from £80 to £100 a 
year. These officers made no protest at 
the time, and the Local Government 
Board expressed its concurrence in the 
arrangements made, on the assumption 
that an agreement had been arrived at 
between the council and the assistant 
surveyors. The latter subsequently pro- 
tested against the salary proposed, and 
as it was clear that no agreement had 
been, or was likely to be, arrived at, the 


Board was under a statutory obligation | 
The local in- | 


to determine the matter. 
quiry has been held, but the inspector's 
report has not yet been received. In 
reply to the second paragraph, the Board 
has no power to reduce the statutory 


Brie : 
‘against a public department, he will 


| cause an inquiry to be held in order to 
| ascertain what has become of this money. 


Dover): In| 
August, 1899, the county council passed | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received a 
number of resolutions to the effect stated 
in the first paragraph. The Commis- 
sioners, as I have already stated, have 
no reason to doubt the accuracy of the 
reports which have been made to them 
in this matter by their responsible officers 
‘on the condition of the book department. 
The Commissioners are quite prepared to 
| investigate statements tending to impugn 
|the correctness of these reports if they 
are supplied with facts and figures en- 
abling them to do so. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: If I 
send the right hon. Gentleman specific 
cases, will he give an undertaking that 
they shall be investigated by the Com- 
| missioners and not merely by officials ? 


meetings of the council from four to two | 


in each year. Under the Amended 
Procedure Order a council may arrange 
to make half-yearly payments to con- 
tractors, but under the Local Govern- 
ment (Application of Enactments) Order 
four quarterly meetings must be held in 
each year. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: Did the Local 
Government Board sanction the arrange- 
ment without examining it ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have given a full 
account of the matter. No protest was 
entered, and the Local Government 
Board understood that the assistant 
surveyors had entered into a reasonable 
arrangement. 


IRISH BOARD OF ‘EDUCATION—BOOK 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry; 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has received resolutions from 
associations of teachers in which they 
state that the charges made against the 
management of the book store by Arch- 
bishop Walsh were correct, and the 
defence set forth in the memorandum 
incorrect ; whether he is aware that 
several teachers not only have their 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
/man cannot make me a court of appeal 
for the Board. They have stated they 
are prepared to consider any cases, and 
‘I should advise him to send them to 
| the Board. 
| 
MONAGHAN ASSISTANT COUNTY 
SURVEYORS. 
| Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
‘of Ireland whether he is aware 
|that, at a special meeting of the 
icounty council of Monaghan, it was 
‘resolved that deputies should be ap- 
| pointed to the assistant county surveyors, 
iby which the duties of the assistant 
county surveyors would not be increased 
‘from the time of the grand jury, whether 
jhe can state if the county council of 
|Monaghan appoint deputies to the assist- 
ant county surveyors, the Local Govern- 
ment Board will allow the salaries to 
remain at £80 per annum, as was paid 
to the assistant county surveyors during 
| the time of the grand jury. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has sent me a copy of a resolution to the 
effect stated in the first paragraph. The 
question whether the county council is 
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legally empowered to appoint deputies | official has treated both officers and 
to assistant surveyors, otherwise than in| prisoners with harshness ; that, owing 
cases of illness, is one upon which I am | to the manner in which he acts, there 
not prepared to express an opinion with- | has been an increase inthe number cf 
out a fuller opportunity of examining alleged breaches of the prison rules; 
the authorities. Perhaps the hon. Mem-| and that, consequently, the governor's 
ber will postpone the question until | time is taken up in investigating com- 
Thursday next. Thereare words in the! plaints; whether he is aware that a 
Act which might be held to support the , warder named Barber, an officer of over 
hon. Member’s contention. eleven years service, has resigned owing 
'to his treatment by Principal Warder 

CLAIMS FOR MALICIOUS INJURY AT | Murray ; and whether, seeing that this 
OMAGH. officer was appointed over the heads of 

Me. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask | more experienced and older officers .in 


the Chief § inte sn ay ' the service, if he will not cease to act in 
om ages I vim tle ord “1eU- the manner complained of, he will be 
enant of Ireland whether he is aware | removed to some other prison. 

the number of claims for malicious | 


injuries in the Omagh rural district ison’ yr WYNDHAM: No complaints 
the increase, and in excess of former a er 
years, and that the police, before the 
passage of the Local Government Act, 
used to inquire into the circumstances 
of each claim, and give evidence at pre- 
sentment sessions and before the grand 
jury as to the result of the investigation ; 
is this still a part of the duty of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary ; and, if not, will he | Barber's resignation was not due to the 
ask the police in Omagh to afford the | cause alleged. Hs resigned because he 
same assistance as formerly in the in-| yas aware that the Prisons Board would 
vestigation of claims for malicious in-| pe. obliged before long to recommend 
— his discharge from the service. The 
principal warder has given satisfaction 
to the Board, who do not propose to 
remove him from Mountjoy. 


| have been made to the Prisons Board of 
the character mentioned in the first 
_paragraph. There has been an increase 
\in the number of breaches of prison 
rules, but this is not due to any action 
on the part of the principal warder. 
Very little of the governor's time is 
taken up in investigating these breaches. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
claims for compensation for malicious 
injuries at the last Omagh quarter , 
sessions was in excess of the number Ay {on. Mewper: Is the right hon. 
heard at the corresponding sessions of Gentleman aware that since this question 
1900, but there has been no increase in) was put down there have been very few 
the amount of compensation awarded. complaints as to this warder ? Will he 
In many of these cases the police were | see that this state of affairs continues ? 
witnesses. They investigate every case, | 
and give evidence when summoned as{ Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- 
witnesses, either on behalf of county | tion. 
councils or applicants for compensation. | 
The passage of the Local Government | 
Act has made no alteration in their duty | 
in this respect. | 


HOUSING OF IRISH FISHERMEN. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is prepared 
MOUNTJOY CONVICT PRISON STAFF. | to give consideration to representations 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College | and to cause inquiries to be made regard- 
Green) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary ing the housing of the fishermen of the 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he|south and west coast of Ireland, and 
is aware that discontent exists in Mount-| whether the character of the houses in 
joy Convict Prison, Dublin, among the! which these men live has been brought 
officers and men employed there ment under his notice ; and, seeing that the 





the recent appointment of the present | applications of fishermen for labourers’ 
Principal Warder Murray; that this! cottages have been uniformly rejected 
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by the Local Government Board, even| Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme pro- 
when evidence has been adduced that | moted by the district council contained 
they have devoted a portion of the year| no proposal to erect a cottage for this 
to agricultural work, he will state what| man, consequently his case was not 
steps it is proposed to take, either by | considered at the inquiry. 
amendment of the present Acts or the 
age ot “ee a to rpm DAWRA COURT HOUSF. 
etter dwellings for fishermen and for 3 
rural tendonitis and factory hands at Mr. M GOVERN (Cavan, Hap phon 
present outside the scope of every enact- to ask the Chief Secretary to . ‘ nv t 
ment for the better housing of the work- Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware tha 
ing classes. the caretaker of Dawra court house, in 
the county of Cavan, refused to allow the 
members of the Enniskillen Rural Dis- 
trict Council No. 2 to hold its last 
quarterly meeting in the petty sessions 
room, although the county council of 
the county of Cavan pays a rent of £10 
a year for this house; and can he state 
whether the county council of a county 
or a district council is entitled to use 
the court house or petty sessions rooms 


rejected by the Local Government Board. | for the transaction of their business 
The question of the extension of the | when not required for the administration 


Housing of the Working Classes Act | of justice. 


(which at present extends only to urban | nah 

ane : es YN Saat 9 Sub- 
districts and towns under the juris- | Mr. WYNDHAM : —— ni a 
diction of town commissioners) so as to | Section 3, of the Local Government Act, 
include the cases of artisans and others | 1898, provides that— 


living in towns and villages too small to | “ except so far as the sheriff, or - — 
support town commissioners is one that | ™@y Tequire for the administration of justice» 
PP z | or the discharge of his or their duties, the use 


deserves, and is receiving, consideration. | of any court house, sessions house, or other 
At present, however, I cannot make any | county building under his or their custody or 


more definite statement. | control, the county council may use the same 
|for the purpose of the execution of their 


| duties.” 
ee eee SCHEME AT | The county council is thus entitled to 
, net ae the use of the court house or sessions 
Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the | house for the execution of its duties 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Under the exist- 
ing Labourers Acts “ fishermen” and 
“hand-loom weavers’ who do agricul- 
tural work at any season of the year are 
included in the term “agricultural 
labourers,” for whom cottages may be 
provided. It is not, I am informed, 
correct to say that applications of fisher- 
men for cottages have been uniformly 





Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, in | 
the recent improvement scheme under | 
the Labourers Acts promoted by the | 
Macroom Rural District Council, a} 
labourer sent in a properly filled repre- | 


when the same can in the judgment of 
the sheriff or justices be done without 
interference with the administration of 
justice. The district councils have no 
right to the use of any court house or 
sessions house. 





‘eeaperg paper Ve a cottage on the | 
ands of Mrs. Ellen Manning, Droum- | a Dace 

drive, in the electoral division of Mac-| TRIM UNION FINANCE. 
loneah ; that, though his present abode| Mr. KENNEDY: I beg to ask the 
was pronounced unfit for human habita- | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
tion, and that no objection was made to | of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
his claim for a cottage, his representation debit and credit balances found to exist 
paper was never considered at the Local| by the adjusting auditor under the 
Government Board inquiry; and will} Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
he state whether his representation | between the several divisions of the Trim 
paper was mislaid in the offices of the | Union, were the growth of many years, 
Local Government Board, or what are | seeing that one division had a credit 
the reasons why it was not considered| balance of 2s. and another a debit 
in the ordinary course. balance of 1s. 103d., while the poor rate 
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in the standard year was only 1s. 6d., 
and having regard to the fact that the 
Local Government Board Auditor was 
bound in each half-yearly audit to see 
that each poor law division contributed 
its due proportion of union expenditure, 
will he state whether this was done, and, 
if not, whether he will inquire who is 
responsible for a system of accounts 
which has caused hardship to ratepayers 
who were. obliged to bear the whole of 
those debit balances, half of which the 
landlords would have been obliged to 
allow the tenant if levied when due by 
the several divisions previous to the 
passing of the said Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Considerable re- 
search would be needed to determine 
whether the balances were the growth 
of years. It was the auditor’s duty to 
see that the proper proportion of receipts 
and expenditure was charged in each 
half-year to each electoral division in 
accordance with statutory requirements. 
That duty was properly discharged. The 
auditor was under no responsibility to 
see that each electoral division contri- 
buted its due proportion towards the 
general expenditure of the union. This 
lies entirely within the competence of 
the guardians for decision by them 
when preparing the estimate of rates to 
be levied. It seems that, in the case of 
the Trim Union, the former board of 
guardians failed to assess their proper 
contribution on certain electoral divi- 
sions, while they appear to have placed 
an unduly high assessment on others. 


ISLAND MORE. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the ratepayers of Island More, 
in Lough Derg, appeared before the 
Borrisakane Board of Guardians, on the 
passing of the Local Government Act 
into law, requesting that they might be 
incorporated in the Borrisakane Union ; 
and that the application was considered 
by the Local Government Board, who 
decided on leaving the question to the 
decision of the North Tipperary and 
Clare County Councils; whether any 
steps have since been taken to bring the 
matter under the notice of these bodies ; 
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and, seeing that the people on this island 
have recently been made responsible for 
a loan in connection with the Scariff 
water works scheme, whether he will 
make provision in the amending Local 
Government Act to remedy their alleged 
grievance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts appear 
to be as stated in the first paragraph. 
The Board is not aware that any action 
has since been taken in the matter by 
either of the councils mentioned. It is 
open to the ratepayers on the island to 
renew their application, and the provi- 
sions of the existing law are sufficient 
to enable the question of the transfer 
of the island to the Borrisakane Union 
to be dealt with, without recourse to 
further legislation. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) put a 
question which was inaudible ; and Mr. 
WynpuaM said that if the islanders made 
another application the whole subject 
would be inquired into. 


SPEARSTOWN NATIONAL SCHOOL. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 38.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, as 
the Spearstown National School, county 
Donegal, was on the Roll of the Com 
missioners of Education for thirty-two 
years, and as there have been exceptional 
cases in which the Commissioners have 
made grants to schools having an 
average of thirteen or less, and seeing 
that the motion to strike this school off 
the roll was carried by only a majority of 
two, will he consider this case, and 
recommend the Commissioners to make 
an exceptional grant; and whether, 
seeing that the teacher had a clean record 
for thirty-two years, and that in a few 
months he would have been entitled to 
his full pension, will he, considering all 
the circumstances of the case, recom- 
mend the Commissioners to grant him 
his full pension. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot under- 
take to intervene in the allocation of 
grants to schools by the National Board. 
I have referred the question of according 
a full pension to that body for its observa- 
tions. 
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CAVAN COURT HOUSE. Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : What right 


Mr. M‘GOVERN: I beg to ask the has a high sheriff to seize any chamber 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | #2 which a county council keeps its kooks 
Ireland is he aware that the agent to the and papers 1 
Earl of Clanricarde, who is high sheriff ee ” x J: 
for the county of Cavan, on Ist July, Mr. W y NDHAM : These buildings are 
without notice, broke open the door of vested in the high sheriff, and it is for 
the room in the court house which has | him to determine to what extent they 
been used by the finance committee of | @7¢ needed for the conduct of public busi- 
the county council for its meetings and | SS by the county council or any other 
by the secretary of the county council body. It is a matter for his discretion, 
for his private office, removed the papers and if the county council are not satisfied 
therein, and put a lock of his own on it ; they must appeal to the Lord Lieutenant. 
and, on same date, took possession of a 3 ‘ 
room which the Cavan Urban Council! MR. FLAVIN : Does the right hon. 
has used as an office and for its meetings Gentleman say the high sheriff has abso- 
since 1854 ; did the late secretary of the lute power of taking possession 4 
Cavan grand jury always use the room 
in which the finance committee trans- IRISH ORDNANCE SURVEY. 
acted its business as a private office; and| yy, MOORE: I beg to ask the Pre- 
her ofthe oom wa equ "| don afte Board. of "Ariutur 
thats desting. As > Gicindatuaisit sre whether he can state the amount received 

: by the Ordnance Survey Department in 


to take any notice of this gentleman’s . 
’ 8 : Ireland in respect of lands surveyed by 


conduct or make any change i aw : : . 
y change in the law, them for the purposes of proceedings in 
so that county councils in Ireland shall | a . a 
. | the Land Judge’s Court during the year 
have full control over the court houses | . canals pou 
; : sehr seh jending 1900-1901, how many estates 
which have been built and maintained | : Rarenfi2 ; ome . 
i ilies tinal ilk ahemeaiimmanatiins aia | were so surveyed in the same period, in 
€ ; 2 se ate "4 <a 4 © 2 
‘ i aa ag P*| how many cases did they act for the 
when required at assizes or quarter | : . : 
vendors of lands being sold through the 


sessions. myn : 
Land Commission, are the staff employed 


— ' ; in survey work in receipt of their ordi- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: This question has | Pgh } 
i ' igi | nary Royal Engineers pay, and to what 
been referred to the high sheriff for his | aT al 
: : credit is the amount received by them 
observations, but, so far, they have not / gee nen gaia . : . 
é ’ \for survey work carried ; and, as this 
been received. I am unable, therefore, | peer . . 
he: | survey is carried out by the officials of 
to reply to the several queries in reference | ‘ : 
o hy : /one State department under the control 
to the matters of fact put to me in the | ; : meer 
. po ; 'of a second to meet the requirements of 
question. The custody of assize and | . - . - walaihel 
eve y, : |a third, will he consider if the services 
quarter sessions courts is vested in the | * 
a : : .,, |can be rendered at their actual cost to 
sheriff, and prima facie he has a right | ‘ 
: | the State. 
to determine when they may be used for | 
purposes other than the administration! *Mr. HANBURY : The amount received 
of Justice. In the absence of the informa-| for work in connection with the Land 
tion referred to it would be premature | Judge’s Court was £3,555 ; the number 
to say whether or not he exercised that | of estates surveyed as mentioned was 
right wisely in the present instance. For | seventy-two ; the number of estates sur- 
. . . . . | . ‘ ° 
the reasons given in the discussion in| veyed for the Purchase Department of 
Committee on Clause 72 of the Local} the Land Commission was nineteen (at 
‘ | } : 
Government Act, 1898, the Government | a cost of £832). These sums are credited 
do not consider it expedient to alter the | to the Appropriation-in-Aid. No Royal 
existing law. | Engineers are employed on these sur- 
| veys. The work is charged for at cost 
Mr. M‘GOVERN : Does the right hon. | price. 
Gentleman expect to get the information ere 
i tawe dale tne ¢ RABIES IN IRELAND. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: T hope so. | dent of the Board of Agriculture whether, 


} 
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in view of the few cases of rabies which 
occurred in Ireland lately, he will 
remove the restrictions existing which 
prevent dogs from passing between 
England and Ireland and vice versa. 


*Mr. HANBURY: A case occurred in 
Westmeath so recently as last April, and 
until Ireland has been free from any 
detected case of rabies for a much longer 
period than four months I cannot under- 
take to remove the existing restrictions. 


AN Hon. Member : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware of the injustice done 
last season to a considerable number of 
greyhound owners, particularly in the 
north of Ireland? Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman remove the restrictions 
for the coming season ? 


*Mr. HANBURY : I cannot undertake 
to remove any restrictions at the risk of 
reintroducing the disease. 


Mr. LOUGH: Are not sporting dogs 
exempt from the restrictions ? 


*Mr. HANBURY: No, not generally. 


Mr. FIELD: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware there have been no outbreaks 
of the disease for several months past ? 


*Mr. HANBURY: 


two already this year. 


There have been 


CORK AND FERMOY RAILWAY. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he can state 
the cause of the delay in publishing the 
correspondence between the Fishguard 
and Rosslare Railway Company and the 
Treasury upon the proposed withdrawal 
of the company’s pledge to construct 
the Cork and Fermoy Railway. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
I am not aware that there was any delay. 
The last letter in the correspondence is 
dated the 26th July; the Papers were 
moved for on the same day, and issued 
on the 3rd of this month. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Is it not the fact that the letters, 
which were asked for a considerable time 


beforehand, were not issued until a fort- | 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. ** AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
If the hon. Member will refer to what took 
place he will find that is hardly a correct 
account of what took place. I did not 
actually promise the Papers, but I said] 
would consider whether anything could 
be done, but it was desirable that when 
correspondence was laid on the Table it 
should be complete. 


Have there been 
since the 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : 
any other communications 
publication ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
I have had a simple acknowledgment 
from the railway company of the receipt 
of the last letter included in the batch. 


ROYAL CANAL, IRELAND. 

Mr. KENNEDY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will lay upon the Table a copy of the 
Report to the Irish Board of Works 
recently made on the condition of the 
Royal Canal by an inspector of that 
Board. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The report in question was a confidential 
report to the Board by one of the Board’s 
inspectors, and it would be contrary to 
the usual practice in such cases to lay it 
upon the Table. The Board of Works 
has directed the Midland and Great 
Western Company’s attention to the 
defects which exist, and has called upon 
them to take immediate steps to carry 
out the necessary works of maintenance 
and repair. 

Mr. KENNEDY : Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Report of 1894 was 
published ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
I am not aware of that, and I do not think 
it is desirable to publish it. 


Mr. KENNEDY: Will the hon. 
Gentleman show me a copy of the 
Report ! 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


I will look at it first. 


PROMOTION IN ARMAGH POST OFFICE, 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 


night or three weeks after the debate? | S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| 
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Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he can state what is the prin- 
ciple of preferment which obtains at the 
Armagh post office ; whether he is aware 
that a member of the staff, withdrawn 
over two years ago for special duty, was 
recently brought back and given the 


supervisorship with an extra weekly | 
allowance, and again withdrawn, so that | 


he is now in receipt of two sets of allow- 


ances, while his work at Armagh is per- | 


formed by another man who receives 
nothing, and whether he will state what 
amount has been expended in this case 


by way of special allowances ; whether | 
he is aware that at the Armagh post | 
office no Roman Catholic has ever got a | 


single step beyond the initial grade ; and 
whether he will see that the disabilities 
in the matter of promotion under which 
Roman Catholic servants of the post 
office labour will be abolished. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


In all cases of promotion the officer who | 


is considered to be best qualified for the 
vacant position is chosen. It is a fact that 
a member of the Armagh staff was tem- 


porarily withdrawn from that office in | 


December, 1898, for special duty in a 


surveyor’s office, and that when the | 


supervisorship at Armagh became vacant 
he was chosen to fill it as being the officer 
best qualified for the post. 


again temporarily required in the sur- 
veyor’s office, where a great pressure of 
work existed. According to rule, his 
substitute cannot be paid a supervising 
allowance until he has been acting for his 
superior officer for more than nine 
months. The supervising allowance is 
4s. a week, and an allowance of 3s. 6d. a 
day for subsistence is paid to the officer 
who is absent from his head-quarters. 
The religion of post office servants at 
Armagh or elsewhere is not a matter with 
which the Postmaster General is con- 
cerned, or which is allowed to enter into 
questions of promotion. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Will the 
hon. Gentleman be good enough to 
answer the latter part of the question. 
How much has been expended in the 
way of special allowances ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There was a supervising allowance of 4s. 


{9 AuGusT 1901} 


He took up | 
the appointment at Armagh in July, | 
1900, but in April last his services were | 
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{a week, and a subsistence allowance of 
| 3s. 6d. per day when the officer was away 
from headquarters. 


Questions. 


| Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Has a 
| single Roman Catholic ever been pre- 
| ferred ? 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
|The Postmaster General declines to 
inquire as to the religion of any member 


‘of the postal staff. 


BELFAST POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS— 
SUNDAY DELIVERIES. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will permit one delivery of 
| letters in Belfast on Sundays, as is the 
_case in other Irish cities, having regard 
|to the fact that the practice of giving 
letters at the office to those who call for 
them at times leads to fraud and com- 
pels the clerks to be present, and that 
the postmen would prefer to deliver 
letters on Sundays so as to lessen their 
| burden for the following day. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Has the Belfast Corporation sug: 
gested any change ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: in 
accordance with the general practice 
of the Post Office in such matters, 
the Postmaster General would not be 
| prepared to alter the existing arrange- 
ments at Belfast on Sundays unless 
‘application for a change were made or 
supported by the city authorities, as 
representing the wish of the majority of 
resident inhabitants. No intimation has 
reached him from the Belfast Corpora- 
tion of any desire on their part for an 
alteration, and he does not propose 
| therefore to take any steps in the matter. 


NAVAN POST OFFICE. 
| Mr. KENNEDY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
|aware that suitable premises can now 
| be obtained for a post office at Navan, 
pee Meath ; and whether he will 
expedite the steps necessary to acquire 
the same before the opportunity is lost 
by those premises passing into other 
| hands. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Negotiations are in progress for the 
purchase of a site for a new post office 
at Navan, but if the owner of the premises 
to which the hon. Member calls attention 
is prepared to give the Postmaster General 
reasonable time for inquiry, it may be 
practicable to acquire them. 


IRISH PARLIAMENTARY 
REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. COCHRANE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to the 
latest Census Returns, which show 
that the population of Scotland is 
slightly in excess of that of Ireland, and 
that, whereas Scotland is represented 
in this House by seventy-two members, 
the number of members returned by 
constituencies in Ireland is 103; and 
whether the Government will appoint 
a Select Committee during next session 
to inquire into the whole of the cireum- 
stances, and report what steps should 
be taken to remove this inequality. 


Tae FIRS?! LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.) : It is a fact, as my hon. friend states, 
that the population of Scotland is now 
slight'y in excess of the population of 
Ireland, but, curiously enough, I find 
that the male population of Ireland is 
slightly in excess of the male population 
in Scotland. I do not know whether 
my hon. friend would regard that as an 
argument for female suffrage. The 
anomalies in our electoral system are 
grave and undoubted, but whether a 
Select Committee would be the proper 
method, or machinery, for finding a 
remedy is very doubtful. I cannot give 
my hon. friend any promise as to that 
part of the question. 


IRISH STATE MSS. 

Sr THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will consider the question 
of the appointment of an Irish Record 
Commission and an Irish Historical 
Manuscripts Commission, with a view 
to the publication of Irish State papers 
and Irish historical manuscripts in 
similar proportion to the publication of 
similar documents in England. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 


to reply that this was a matter on which 
the English Commission had better be 
consulted. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Who is 
the Irish representative on the Com- 
mission } 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid [| 
must ask for notice of that. I will try 
and answer on Monday. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman direct the Chief 
Secretary to give an opportunity of 
examining the historical papers which 
are not to be published ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


TEACHERS’ TENURE BILL. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will put down the Teachers’ 
Tenure Bill as an early Order on Monday 
or Tuesday, with the view to ascertain 
whether or not it can be passed into law 
this session by common agreement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
this Bill an early place on Monday or 
Tuesday. So far as my inquiries into 
the matter have gone, they lead me to 
the conclusion that it is a Bill which 
will excite a great deal more controversy 
than it is possible to deal with in the 
course of the present session. 


TELEGRAPH VOTE—PACIFIC CABLE. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
in view of the fact that the Estimates for 
the telegraph and telephone services of 
this country for the current year have 
not yet been submitted to the House for 
discussion, and a loss of over half a 
million a year is now incurred in the 
telegraph service, whether he can see his 
way to provide for a discussion regarding 
this loss, and also on the telephone service, 
on the Appropriation Bill. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman be good enough to 
name a day for the discussion of the 
policy of the Government on the Pacific 
Cable question. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer 
to both questions I have to say I am 
afraid I cannot give any special facilities 
for the discussions asked for. May I add, 
[ have never yet known a discussion 
in Supply with regard to the telegraph 
service end in a diminution of the 
public charge in respect of that service. 


THE COMMISSION ON COAL. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can state when the results of the 
investigation by the Geological Survey 
at South Kensington will be made known, 
and whether the delay in the appoint- 
ment of the Commission on Coal is at- 
tributable to the intention of the Govern- 
ment to await the result of that investi- 
gation before deciding that any public 
object is to be gained by an inquiry. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must ask 
that this question be addressed to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who has 
taken charge of this matter. Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will put it down for 
Monday. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LOUGH: I wish to put a ques- 
tion with regard to the Orders of the 
Day. I do not know whether the First 
Lord intends to take them in the order 
in which they are printed, because | 
may point out that the first is the 
Local Government Board (Ireland) Vote, 
which was discussed the other night, and 


{9 AucusT 1901} 





| 





if the debate on that is to be resumed it | 


will shut out discussion on other Reports 
of Supply which have not yet been dealt 
with. Cannot the right hon. Gentleman 
under the circumstances postpone the 
first Order ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no par- 
ticular objection if it can be unanimously 
done, but I do not think it would be 
worth while debating a motion to do 
that. With regard to other business, I 
think it desirable to put down as the 
second Order on Monday, after the Royal 
Titles Bill, the Pacific Cable Bill, and to 
postpone, until its passage, the further 
consideration of the Factory and Work- 


shops Bill. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
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when the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children Bill would be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It stands next 
after the Factories Bill on Monday. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he can make any state- 
ment about affording facilities for the 
| passing of certain non-contentious private 

Bills in which substantial progress has 
already been made. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
noble Lord will ask me this question 
on Monday or Tuesday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
| That they have agreed to Militia and 
|Yeomanry Bill, with Amendments. 





EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered, That the several Accounts 
and Papers which have been presented 
to the House in this session of Parliament 
relating to the Revenues of India be re- 
ferred to the consideration of a Committec 
of the Whole House. 


Resolved, That this House will, upon 


Tuesday next, resolve itself into the said 


Committee. — (Secretary 
Hamilton.) 


Lord George 


NEW BILLS. 


CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND). 
Bill for the registration and regulation 
|of clubs in Scotland, ordered to be 
|brought in by Mr. Cameron Corbett, 
Mr. Law, and Mr. John Wilson (Glasgow). 


CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) 

“For the registration and regulation 
of clubs in Scotland,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 290.] 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND). 
Bill for the regulation and control of 
Sunday Trading in Scotland, ordered ‘to 
be brought in by Mr. Cameron Corhett, 
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Mr. Law, Mr. John Wilson (Glasgow), { Mr. LOUGH: The right hon. Gentle- 
and Mr. Hunter Craig. | man said that if there was any expression 
_of opinion on the part of the House as to 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. | the order in which the Reports might be 


“For the regulation and control of taken, it would be agreeable to him 


Sunday Trading in Scotland,” presented, |, ; 7 
and aa the first time; to be read a' pags tage ena agi I believe that 
second time upon Wednesday next, and | V4 "He Understanding. 


to be printed. [Bill 291.] _*Mr. SPEAKER : If the House wishes 
meine to proceed with the second Report, that 

be d by agreei rith th 

SUPPLY [8ru Avocust]}—REPORT. Sina. one by agreeing with e first 


[23rp AtLorrep Day.] 


Mr. LOUGH: I do not think so. We 
_ have to go through all the Orders on the 
Paper. 


Resolutions reported— 


Crvit Service Estimates, 191-2. | 

Class II | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am afraid 
: that it would be impossible to agree to 

1. ‘That a sum, not exceeding | all the items accepted yesterday. 

£40,182, be granted to His Majesty, to , 

complete the sum necessary to defray Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 

the Charge which will come in course want the Report on the Votes for Ireland 

of payment during the year ending on | to be taken. 

the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the 

Salaries and Expenses of the Local, Question proposed, “ That this House 

Government Board in Ireland.” |doth agree with the Committee in the 

said Resolution.” 


! 


First resolution read a second time. 
‘ ; | Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said it 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he seemed a scandal that the county coun- 
understood there was a general agree- | ¢ils, which supplied the money for the 
ment that the first Order should be | upkeep of the court houses in Ireland 
postponed and other Reports of Supply’ should not have a word to say in regard 
dealt with. He would move accordingly. | to their management. In the county 
of Armagh Lord Clanricarde was 4 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is the candidate for the county council, and 
motion to adjourn the first Report of the was defeated, but he managed to be 
8th August until the second Order has elected high sheriff, and with his defeat 
been disposed of ? That is what I at a popular election rankling in his 
understood. {mind he did his best to cause inconveni- 
_, (ence to the county council during his 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The suggestion is year’s tenure of office. He hoped that 
that the first Order of the day be post- some arrangement would be come to 
poned. by which the friction existing at present 
would be avoided. The county councils 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Probably it | were just as anxious as the high sheriffs 
is my fault, but I do not perfectly appre- | to accommodate the judges who came 
hend what the hon. Gentleman wants. (on assize. He complained that when 


Mr. LOUGH: What we want is to the Local Government Act was passed, 


. in 1898, the standard year selected was 
: alary , 9-8 cognate: 
cone oa conned <4 the right , 1896, in which the smallest poor rate and 
ne onlal Secretary. 


county cess had been struck for the 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I have, previous ten years. It was suggested 
stated to the House, I propose to take the | that hon. members who came from Ire- 
Votes in Classes 1 and 2 in their natural | land talked rubbish, that their opinions 


order. | were not to be considered, that the 
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right hon. Gentleman had to take all 
his instructions from the Castle. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman was in this House 
for six months in the year, and it was 
not to be expected that he would under- 
stand all the difficult questions with 
regard to the management of Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman was doing his 
best, but he had to receive from his 
officials in Dublin their reports, and 
inasmuch as those officials had generally 
been indicted in this House it was not 
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surprising that in their reports they | 


should endeavour to put the best face 


{9 Aucust 1901} 
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‘be such that the people would say, 
'**We have now local government 
and our own people at the head of 
affairs, but the rates were far less heavy 
when we had the old Tories over us.” 
That was the idea of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. None of these things 


were ever thought of when the 
‘gentry and the landlords ruled 


these matters, and paid their share, but 
directly these popular bodies came into 
existence the Local Government Board 
at once found it necessary to employ 
assistant trained nurses and improve 





upon these matters. He thought with the dietary of the unions. It was all very 
regard to the matter of court houses well to say that the cost was two-fifths 
there might be some give and take, | of a penny increase for the salaries, but 
and that the right hon. Gentleman | what was the cost of the dietary? The cost 
might be able to find some way by which | of dietaryin the workhouses under the old 
the wretched feud which was going/rule was 3s. 10d., but since the local 
on at the present time between the | bodies had come into being, through the 
high sheriffs and the county councils instrumentality of the Local Govern- 
should be brought to an end. The | ment Board it had risen to 5s., so that, 
county councils and the district coun- although the increase in the salaries of 
ils of Ireland were doing their business | the officers was only two-fifths of a penny, 
splendidly—a fact which spoke to the in regard to the dietary it was 25or30 per 
good character of the men who composed | cent. 
them, having regard to the fact that they) Jt was not only the increase of salaries 
had never occupied such a position | which made the increase of rates, but the 
before—but they had not been encouraged ‘general conduct of the Local Govern- 
in their work by the Local Government /ment Board in interfering in every 
Board. | department with the management of 
It was really an extraordinary thing | the public bodies in Ireland. The action 
that the Local Government Board, who | of the Local Government Board was to 
could know nothing of the wants of | endeavour to make local government in 
any district, except through information | Ireland as difficult as possible. In the 
supplied from the reports of county debate of the previous evening it had 
surveyors, invariably threw over the! been stated that the dispensary doctors 
recommendations of the local bodies of | were not independent enough or quick 
those districts. In the case of the county | enough in reporting upon insanitary 
council of Tyrone, which was a Unionist areas. There was no foundation fo such 
county council, that county council a statement, because it had been con- 
considered 25 per cent. was a sufficient | clusively proved that the delay in these 
increase in the salary of the county | matters occurred after they had passed 
surveyor, but their action had not in| the local guardians. It was the Local 
any way been supported by the Local | Government Board inspectors who were 
Government Board. From the moment | entirely responsible for this delay ; there 
that the Local Government Act was | was not the slightest reason for saying 
passed, the milk of human kindness began | that the medical officer neglected his 
to fow in the breast of the Local Govern- | duty, because it had been conclusively 
ment Board, with a corresponding | proved that the delay took place after his 
enormous increase in the rates. There | report was made. ‘The delay in deciding 
had to be assistant nurses in the work-| whether labourers’ cottages should be 
houses, and holidays given to the doctors, | erected in a certain locality was certainly 
and everything that could be thought | not the result of the action of the medica 
of in order to increase the rates upon the | officers. 
people. What wasthe reason? Simply; With regard to the suggestion made 
by the right hon. Gentleman that the 


that the increase in the rates should 
VOL. XCIX. 
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county councils should come together, 
and come to an easier working arrange- 
ment, he would certainly, as soon as he 
got back to Ireland, see what could be 
done in that regard. 
were not possible to make the books 
easier, and submit to the Local Govern- 
ment Board a scheme for an easier form 
of making out the accounts, which 
would not be antagonistic to the Local 
Government Board, but would be sub- 
mitted merely for the purpose of making 
the Act work 
simplifying a great 
where friction occurred 
tween the Local 
and county councils. 
Gentleman had 
bodies had been dilatory in 
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many matters 
at times be- 


coming 


to arrangements, but he pointed out) 


that after the Local Government Act 
was passed the county councils were 
called together three times a week to 
consider the most trifling and frivolous 
questions raised by the Local Government 
Board. He trusted the right hon. 
Gentleman, considering the views of 
hon. members in connection with these 
matters, would give them his attention. 
With regard to the labourers’ cottages, 
the less delay and expense there was 
in erecting labourers’ cottages the better 


for the labourers and the rates, and if the | 


Local Government Board could see 


their way to get these schemes through | 
it would enable the labourers to have | 


cheap and sanitary houses. With regard 


to appeals which had been lodged against | 
any scheme for the erection of cottages, he | 
had never known a case where the costs | 
had been given against the appellant ; but | 


they were always against the rates, and 
he contended that if, when appeals were 
lost, the appellant had to pay the costs, it 
would go a long way to prevent many 
frivolous appeals being brought. He also 
was of opinion that if county council 
officials were made the tribunals before 
whom these arbitrations were brought, 
instead of the Local Government Board 
inspectors, a great deal of the present 


delay would disappear, and the result | 


would be beneficial to all concerned. 


Mr. MACARTNEY congratulated the 
right hon. Gentleman upon the policy 
he had inaugurated with regard to im- 
proved nursing and dietary in the work- 
Mr. Daly. 
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He would see if it | 


more smoothly, and | 


Government Board | 
The right hon. | 
stated that the local 
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) houses of Ireland. There was no doubt 
| that in many places in Ireland too scant 

a regard had been paid by the guardians 
/to the paupers under their care, and he 
was surprised to hear the hon. Gentleman 
who had just sat down use his position 
in this House to turn the right hon. 
| Gentleman from the course which he had 
adopted. 


Service Estimaies. 


Mr. DALY disclaimed any such inten- 
tion, and explained that the point which 
he endeavoured to make was that the 
| Local Government Board did not see 
the necessity for these things until the 
landlords of Ireland ceased to bear half 
the cost. He had no objection to im- 
proved nursing. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said it was more 
than twenty years since the landlords of 
Ireland exercised any control over these 
matters, but he accepted the explanation 
of the hon. Gentleman, and withdrew the 
charge he had made against him, that 
he advocated a less generous treatment 
of the poor so far as professional skilled 
nursing was concerned. The right hon. 
Gentleman had met, he believed, a 
grievance which existed in the adminis- 
tration of the poor law system by the 
most reasonable means, and all classes in 
Ireland had given their support to its 
being properly carried out, not only 
with regard to nursing but in the general 
administration of the poor law, and if it 
was not properly carried out there would 
be reason for much regret. 

The matter he desired to call attention 
to had been much dwelt upon in the dis- 

cussion on the previous evening—the 
|administration of the Labourers Acts. 
| The right hon. Gentleman had stated that 
| the delays which had occurred had not 
| been the result of the action of the Local 
| Government Board. He was afraid that 
|that was not so. He quite agreed that 
| representations coming from the country 
required most careful scrutiny, and the 
amount of objection made to any par- 
ticular representation entailed a great 
deal of correspondence and occupied 
a great deal of time at the central office, 
but he did not refer to districts from 
which representations had been sent 
embracing a large number of cottages. 
He referred to cases where the number of 
cottages rarely exceeded six. There was 
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a case in the area of the Antrim District | appeal was a reply acknowledging the 
Council where the representation was | letter and enclosing a minute stating that 





made in 1900; the Local Government | 
Board inspector looked into the matter in | 
January, 1901, and it was not until July 
this year that hon. Gentlemen were able | 
to see the Report made six months after | 
the holding of the inquiry. He could not 
understand why such a delay should have 
occurred in a case where not more than 
six houses were required. That was one | 
instance of several cases of delay to which | 
his attention*had been called, and he | 
invited his right hon. friend to say 
whether he would look into these matters 
in the recess, and see for himself whether 
there had or had not been rather longer 
time occupied by the Local Government 
Board inspectors in making out their | 
reports and the authorities in Dublin 
coming to a decision upon those reports. 
It had the effect of making the people 
of Ireland distrust the legislation which 
this House provided for the benefit of 
the labourer, and also of raising a hostile 
feeling in certain classes of the population 
which he did not think was to the benefit 
of Ireland, and which should not be 
allowed to continue. He thought that 
some of the boards of guardians had been 
distinctly short-sighted in the way in 
which they had dealt with these 
representations, which, however, had 
been extremely moderate in their 
character. After all, it was only in order | 
that the labourers should be kept upon 
the farms, and it was obvious that if a 
labourer in the country was not well 
housed he would go to the towns, where 
he could be better housed and get better 
wages. It was in the interest of the 
ratepayers and the farmers themselves 
that where representations were moderate, 
and where there was reasonable ground, 
they should deal with those representa- | 
tions in a generous and just manner. | 
He desired also to call attention to the 
action of the Balmeny District Council, 
which it appeared to him could not be | 
justified under the Act, although no | 
doubt their only desire was to economise. | 
This year there was a representation made 
to the district council which they declined | 


to entertain, and the person making the | 
representation appealed to the Local | 
Government Board and asked them 
to inquire into the conduct of the board | 
of guardians. The only reply to that | 


|being in a 


character. 


it was not thought desirable to build 
one house in a certain locality, and that 


the consideration of the representation 


had been deferred until other representa- 
tions were made. The point he desired 
to make was that the representation 
was based on one of three grounds ; 


either that the existing house accom- 


modation was insufficient, or that the 
house was unsafe, or that it was 
unfit for human habitation through 
bad state of repair. 
Boards of guardians were not entitled, 
even from motives of economy, to hang 
up indefinitely representations of this 
It was contrary to the whole 
spirit of the Act. Nor was the action of 
the Local Government Board in the 
matter at all satisfactory. The man 
was told he had a right of appeal, but all 
the satisfaction he obtained from the 
Local Government Board was a_ blue 
printed form telling that which he already 


‘knew, namely, the decision of the board 


of guardians. To the labourers in the 
district it would appear that the benefits 
Parliament had designed in their inte- 


rests were by the action of the boards of 


guardians and the Local Government 
Board rendered absolutely nugatory. 
Another point to which the Chief 
Secretary might direct his attention 
was the number of printed forms which 
had to be filled up by the district councils 
in connection with these Acts. Many of 
the forms were really unnecessary, and 
if they were abolished some economy— 


he did not say it would amount to very 


much—would be effected. In connection 
with this question of labourers’ cottages, 


'he was glad to say that district councils 
/were beginning to move with a certain 


amount of reasonable rapidity, but he 
hoped the Chief Secretary would look 


‘into the case to which he had referred, 
| because unless a district council was able 


to satisfy the Local Government Board 
that it had reason to anticipate additional 
representations in the immediate future, 
and even the representation of a single 
man, if well founded, should be dealt 
with by the Local Government Board and 


i the guardians. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) expressed his pleasure that the 
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Irish members were taking such a keen 
interest in all the details of local govern- 
ment. They were bringing all their griev- 
ances forward for discussion in the House 
of Commons in order that they might 
obtain a fuller and more complete control 
over their own affairs. The people of Ire- 
land were in a very different position 
from the inhabitants of England in this 
matter. In England the Local Govern- 
ment Board, which controlled the county 
councils and other local bodies, had 
direct representation in the House of 
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Commons in the persons of two Ministers | 


responsible for the administration of that 
particular Department. In regard to 


Ireland, however, there was only one | 


Minister responsible for the whole of the 
government of that country, and who, 
consequently, could not have that inti- 
mate detailed knowledge of Jocal govern- 
ment possessed by the President of the 
Local Government Board in England. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I am 
President of the Local Government 
Board in Ireland. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER pointed out 
that the President of the Irish Local 
Government Board was also Chief Secre- 


tary, and responsible for all departments, | 
whereas the President of the English | 


Board was responsible only for that one 
department. The consequence was that 
in Ireland the greater part of the central 
control had to be left to permanent 
officials. Such a system was bound to 
break down, not because the permanent 
officials were not competent, but because, 
as local authorities developed, it could 
not be expected that large representative 
bodies would submit to have their de- 
cision over-ruled and controlled by per- 
manent paid officials at Dublin Castle. 
The men had not yet been created who, 
as permanent officials, could, with success, 
rule large representative bodies. Sooner 
or later such a system must produce 
friction. These bodies would resent, 
and, he thought, properly resent, such 
control. It was not possible for a system 
of local government, based on the 
broadest representation, as was the case 
in Ireland, to continue to be controlled 
by a small body of permanent officials. 
Up to the present those permanent 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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officials had, he thought, done their work 
very well, but in doing that work they 
were bound to have recourse to the 
almost innumerable forms of which 
,complaint had been made. Printed 
forms were necessary to lessen corre- 
spondence. Unless some means were 
devised by which some central and 
representative body in Ireland was 
‘given control over the local bodies 
which had been created, the time of the 
| House would be more and more occupied 
| with the details of Lrish self-government. 
All through the session question after 
question had been asked with regard to 
details which, apparently trivial in them- 
selves, were of great interest to the 
localities affected, and those questions 
|were bound to go on increasing as the 
| people of Ireland took more interest in 
local government. By the Act of 1898 an 
enormous burdenof work had been created 
for the House of Commons, which, sooner 
or later, must inevitably lead to some 
change in the system, and to an extension 
of representative control over local 
affairs in Ireland, which, he believed, 
was the only key to successful manage- 
/ment of local government. If all these 
details were to be repeated session 
after session the House of Commons 
was bound to break down under the 
burden, and some system of devolu- 
tion would have to be found by 
which questions could be settled in the 
country in which they arose. The local 
government system tended to bring that 
about, and at the same time it was 
developing men capable of carrying on 
the local government of Ireland. One 
of the great merits of county councils 
was that they were training a body of 
men in local government to take a higher 
and wider sphere. He believed that 
/sooner or later it would dawn on the 
'minds even of those who were most 
| opposed to what used to be called Home 
| Rule that the best system that could be 
| devised was to extend the principle of 
‘devolution, and give to the Irish people 
'a larger control than they now possessed 
over their own local affairs. 
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| 


| Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
|thought the county council of Tyrone 
had reason to complain of the system of 
ithe Local Government Board in fixing 


‘the salaries of officials. Three months 
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after the county council took office the | but Ulster members need not put forward 
question of salaries was considered, and | the statement that dispensary doctors 
it was decided to increase the salaries of | were indifferent on the question of 
the assistant surveyors by 25 per cent.,| labourers’ cottages because they feared 
from £80 to £100. The next month aj to incur the displeasure of members of 
communication was received from the) the district council. Ratepayers in 
Local Government Board sanctioning| Antrim would not be liable to any 
the increased salaries, without the increase of rate on account of labourers’ 
slightest suggestion being made that the | cottages being built for the next twenty 
sums were too small. Things went on/ or fifty years, because there was a surplus 
for about a year, and the Local Govern-| to the credit of that county sufficient to 
ment Board then came to the conclusion | build at least 200 cottages free of all cost 
that they would arrange a scale of|to the ratepayers. The same might be 
salaries for assistant surveyors for the| said of any county in Ulster. With 
whole country, the amount ranging from | regard to additional inspectors, the great 
£120 to £150 or £160. It was not until) curse of Ireland was “ over-officialism.” 
that scale was formulated that the county | The country was bled to death by officials, 
council of Tyrone had any intimation | who sucked up everything that was good, 
that the assistant surveyors refused to| leaving only the bad. If the Chief Secre- 
accept the amount fixed the year before. | tary did anything at all, it would be well 
The Local Government Board made a_ if he deported the inspectors from Ireland 
mistake in sanctioning the salaries in; altogether. The officials found fault 
the first place without ascertaining | simply to justify their existence. As an 
whether they were the result of an) illustration the hon. Member instanced 
arrangement agreed to by both parties ; the case of the Omagh Board of Guar- 
but, having sanctioned them, they should | dians, in connection with which the 
not have gone back on their decision. | relieving officer was surcharged 8s. in 
The whole tendency of the central body respect of outdoor relief, because the 
was to create friction between the chairman of the board had not initialled 
officials and the local bodies. The Board the grant. Many other instances of the 
set themselves up as the friends of the manner in which the inspectors did their 
officers, and naturally the officers looked | work might be given. He himself offered 
to the central body for assistance, and to the Omagh board a site for six cottages, 
did not exhibit proper respect for the as there was a difficulty in securing con- 
bodies by whom they were appointed and venient land, but the Local Government 
paid. The county council endeavoured | Board inspector actually refused the site 
to do the thing fairly, having regard both | without ever going on the land. Surely 
to the interests of the ratepayers and to| the Chief Secretary did not think that 
the increase of the work. But even now | was a proper way in which to adminster 
the assistant surveyors had time to act| the Act? He regretted having taken 
as private engineers or architects, and | up so much time, but, as these matters 
they had actually put out their signs! came under his own observation, he 
asking for private practice. Why should thought he was only doing his duty in 
these men, who were paid good salaries, | bringing them forward. 

interfere with the legitimate work of | 

gentlemen in private practice? He also| *Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
hoped the Chief Secretary would give | said one or two matters of importance 
full consideration to the resolution of had arisen during the debate which he 
the county council in respect to half-| desired to bring before the House. 
yearly instead of quarterly meetings,| One of them was the nursing question. 
before deciding the claims of assistant He quite agreed with what had been 
surveyors for further increases. The | said on this question by the right hon. 
effect. of having half-yearly meetings Gentleman the Member for Ilkeston, 
would be to put things as they were | that it was a subject of the greatest 
before the passing of the Act, and would importance. He thought that the 
take away from the assistant surveyors | nursing order of the Local Govern- 
any claim for increases at all. He was | ment Board had done a great deal of 
pleased to see the interest taken in these | damage to some of the smaller hospitals 
matters by the Unionist representatives, ; which, before it was issued, were engaged 
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in training nurses. There was one|and it should not be tolerated by the 
small hospital in the north of Ireland | Chief Secretary, and I am sure will not 
with which he was connected which| be when he inquires into the facts 
had been engaged in training nurses} brought under his notice in this im- 
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for the last twenty years; he referred 
to the Tyrone Hospital. The Local 
Government Board had recently brought 
forward a rule which disqualified this 
hospital for the training of nurses 
because it had not got a resident medical 
superintendent, two visiting medical 
officers, a qualified lady superintendent, 
did not possess 140 beds, and was not 
recognised as a clinical hospital. Nurses 


had been trained at this hospital very effi- | 


ciently, and they had afterwards gone to 
take up good positions in America, Scot- 
land, England, and various parts of 
Ireland. Nurses had been trained at 
this hospital and sent to the workhouse 
hospitals all over the north of Ireland 
as temporary nurses at a high weekly 
wage, and yet, forsooth, because this 
institution did not exactly comply with 
the Local Government Board regulations 
in some details, any of the nurses who 
had been trained at this hospital were 


disqualified from making applications for | 


positions as head nurses in Irish district 


hospitals. The Tyrone County Hospital 
was chiefly used for training the 


daughters of farmers as nurses, and 
this enabled them to get large salaries, 


out of which they sent considerable | 


sums of money to their parents and 


friends, and the result of this order 
had been to prevent this training 


being continued. 

It was well known that nurses could 
be trained more effectively in small hos- 
pitals than in large ones. In small hos- 
pitals like the Tyrone hospital the nurses 
had to do work which was done by the 
students in the large hospitals. 
the Local Government Board laid down 
rules which prevented these thoroughly 
trained nurses taking up  appoint- 
ments in the hospitals in their own 
country as superintendent nurses of 
Irish workhouse hospitals: in other 
words these nurses were considered good 
enough to nurse the better class of 


patients in Irish county infirmaries, and | 


in the homes of private families, yet 


were not sufliciently trained to nurse | 


the paupers in a district hospital. No 
more absurd position was ever taken up 
by a responsible governing authority, 


Dr. Thompson, 


And yet | 


| portant debate. He did not deny that 
| the Local Government Board was com- 
| posed of very able men, but he thought 
| there ought to be some elective element 
upon that Board, and pending the only 
true solution of the trouble of govern- 
jing Ireland, which was Home Rule, 
there ought to be no difficulty in 
learrying out the suggestion that the 
|various councils in Ireland should be 
allowed to elect one representative to the 
|Local Government Board. He hoped 
| that the Chief Secretary would give this 
| nursing question his careful considera- 
ition. The new regulations would have 
/serious consequences upon the young 
women of Ireland who wished to fill 
|in their own county the very important 
| position of superintendent nurses in 
| district hospitals unless it was speedily 
| altered. 


| 





Then there was another important 
question, namely, that of introducing 
into Irish workhouses [Irish nuns. 
He was a Protestant himself, but 
‘he should be only too glad in case of 
necessity to be nursed by a nun. The 
nuns, if not trained nurses in the strict 
| sense of the word, would quickly become 
so, and would change the atmosphere of 
these institutions, at least in the north 
of Ireland, from veritable hells into 
a comparative paradise. One other 
matter which he desired to call attention 
to was the disgraceful condition of some 
of the smaller workhouse hospitals. He 
did not desire to exaggerate, but he had 
no hesitation in saying that some of their 
Irish workhouses would be a disgrace to 
any civilised country. In one workhouse 
he was acquainted with there were only 
| straw beds, with straw pillows, and there 
| was not one properlytrained nurse to look 
| after a number of helpless people. In this 
workhouse they still had the old tressle 
beds, which were used at the time of the 
famine, and the staff was so small that 
the food had to be served to the inmates 
by the workhouse master. Every time 
he went into one of these workhouses 
he felt nothing but shame that the 
central authority in Dublin, which was 
supposed to look after the comfort of 
_ those poor people, so shamefully neglected 
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to enforce their authority on the district 
councils and board of guardians. 

There were a great many other matters 
which concerned the well-being of the 
poorer classes which he would have 
liked to have drawn attention to, 
but the few examples he had given 
would, he hoped, receive attention, 
more especially the nursing question 
and the question of looking after the 
helpless poor in the workhouses, and 
insisting that they should be provided 
with proper beds and attendance. 
he had been in the House of Commons 
he had observed the great interest which 
the Chief Secretary had taken in all 
matters affecting Ireland, and he felt sure 
that the right hon. Gentleman had a 
great sympathy for Ireland, and was 
most anxious that everything that could 
be done should be done to remove her 
grievances. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) said 
he wished to say a few words, in which 
he would express the views of local autho- 
rities in the county of Fermanagh. He 
represented one of the divisions of that 
county, and in what he was going to say 
he was not simply voicing the opinions 
of Nationalists. The local governing 
bodies of ermanagh agreed that it was 
the greatest possible pity in the world 
that the Local Government Board was 
not an elective or partially elective and 
popular Board. They required a Board 
of that sort in the country, and, so far as 
they were concerned, they had no objec- 
tion whatever to the Local Government 
Board merely as a local governing body. 
What they did say was that the present 
Board was not in sympathy with the 
local authorities or with the people of 
Ireland, and their idea was that the Local 
Government Board, in dealing with the 
local bodies, was arbitrary in its tone and 
too commanding. The Board was very 
persistent in its demands, and what they 
decided the local bodies were compelled 
to carry out. In certain cases this Board 
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had been most unreasonable, and there | 


ought to be more give and take and more 
consultation between the county and 
other authorities all over the country 
and the Local Government Board in 
order to avoid friction. 
sultations took place he was sure the 
Local Government Board would get on 
much better. In the county of Fer- 
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managh they used to pay their assistant 
/county surveyor £80 a year, but when 
‘the Local Government Act came into 
‘operation they raised this salary from 
| £80 to £100 a year. The assistant sur- 
|veyors would not take this -salary, and 
they appealed to the Local Government 
| Board, and without an inquiry of any 
|kind, and without even hearing the 
| views of Fermanagh County Council, 
the Local Government Board fixed the 
| Salaries at £120 a year. 
| He was glad to hear the Chief Secretary 
| state that it was possible in the future to 
|introduce some economy in the book- 
| keeping. He thought there should also 
| be more economy practised in regard to 
advertisements and printing. The ad- 
| vertisements might be shortened and 
‘curtailed with advantage, and _ the 
/amount of printing might very well be 
| reduced. In the county of Fermanagh 
| the printing used to cost about £500, 
| but for the first year under the Local 
|Government Act it had increased to 
| £2,000. They had determined to do the 
| very best they could under the new Act 
| for the better government of the counties 
of Ireland, and he thought the Local 
Government Board ought to assist them 
in their efforts to carry on local govern- 
ment with as much economy as possible. 
He did not know where the workhouses 
existed which were in the state com- 
plained of by the hon. Member for North 
Monaghan. In the county of Fer- 
managh they had improved the condition 
| of the workhouses without any pressure 
| from the Local Government Board, and 
'he thought he had a right to protest 
| against the statement made by the hon. 
| Member, which was a great reflection on 
‘the boards of guardians. It was all very 
well for medical men to talk about the 
/nursing question in the way they did, 
| but in his opinion the Local Government 
| Board were pressing home this question 
‘of the nurses too much. He did not 
‘think it took such a high professional 
qualification to make a nurse. The 
standard for nurses had been placed so 
‘high by the Local Government Board 
‘that in Fermanagh it took them months 
‘to get a fully-qualified nurse at the 
salary which they offered. They adver- 
| tised in vain for a nurse at £40 and £50 
per annum, and at last they were obliged 
‘to pay £60 a year with good rations and 
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apartments, and a lady’s maid to attend{in printing and book-keeping, and the 
upon her, before they could get a nurse| cost of inspection. But there is not an 
possessing the qualifications required by | entire unanimity of opinion on the part 
the Local Government Board. of hon. members on these subjects, and 
They only paid their medical officer | therefore it is needful to discount some- 
£100 per annum, and yet they were} thing from the criticisms which have 
compelled by the Local Government | been urged. The Board in Ireland has 
Board to pay almost as much for a fully-|a difficult duty to discharge. Any 
qualified nurse. They had nurses in the | central body charged with administering 
workhouses at much lower salaries who | such Acts, and in seeing that the local 
were much better nurses for their pur-| bodies do not transgress the bounds of 
poses than the highly-qualified nurses | liberty given to them, is always open to 
insisted upon by the regulations of the| great deal of criticism. Take, for 
Local Government Board. The local | example, the question of the nurses. I 
authorities had no objection to improve-| claim that, on the whole, the great 
ment, but the Local Government Board | body of opinion in the House has been 
was insisting upon such high salaries for|in favour of the Local Government 
official nurses and others and increasing | Board seeing that the pauper inmates in 
so greatly the expense of advertising and | Irish workhouses are properly treated. 
printing that it entailed the most extrava-| We are all agreed that the standard of 
gant cost to the ratepayers. Although | attention paid to the sick is not as yet 
the number of paupers in Ireland was| what we all wish to see it. From mis- 
decreasing the expense was increasing,| taken motives of economy, or from 
and the Local Government Board were | ignorance of the advance which has been 
insisting upon them employing nurses| made in the science of nursing, many 
when there was very little for them to do. | popularly-elected bodies believe they are 
In dealing with the question of the} doing all that their duty demands, 
labourers’ cottages he said that as a| whereas they are really not doing that 
matter of policy, not only on the part of | at all. That being so, I propose to go 
the farmer, but on the part of the State,| forward under this general order, 
the labourers ought to be well housed. | but not drastically or arrogantly. 
He had always been in favour of the 
Labourers Act. He thought the Local 
Government Board ought to be ready to 
accept hints which were practical in 
relation to economy from the various 
county councils and boards of guardians, 
instead of adopting the arbitrary tone | 
which they sometimes assumed without 
consulting the local body. Occasionally 
inspectors recommended things which 
it was impossible to carry out, and they 
had no right to suggest things with- 
out indicating how they could be accom- 
plished. They had far too much inter- 
fering from the Local Government 
Board and too little assistance. 








Every local body is given an opportu- 
nity of considering the merits of what 
is urged, not only by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but by the general consensus 
|of opinion in this House. If they do 
not, however, fall in with that view, 
then it is the duty of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to intervene for the protec- 
tion of the inmates committed to their 
|charge. The hon. Member for South 
| Monaghan has stated that this is a new- 
| born zeal on the part of the Local Govern- 
|ment Board, but that is not quite the 
| case. There have been long controversies 
before on this very subject between the 
Local Government Board and some of 
| the local boards of guardians in Ireland. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: My reason for! This question has been the subject of 
replying to the criticisms which have | voluminous correspondence for years, 
been made up to this stage is that the} as far back as the year 1892, and 
debate has mainly centred round the | even earlier. The hon. Member for North 
same subjects as those raised yesterday— | Monaghan pleaded for the usefulness of 
nurses, the proper provision of labourers’ | nuns in poorhouses and_ hospitals. | 
cottages, the inerease of salaries of | readily acknowledge the usefulness, but 
existing officers, and the possibility of /I do not think hon. members from 
introducing some simplification of local | Ireland are entitled to say for all Irish 
government in Ireland, the economies! opinion that the nuns of Ireland should 
Mr. Jordan. 
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be asked to perform all the duties which | view which has been urged by the hon. 
are incumbent on a sick nurse. I| Gentleman. I do not think | need say 
would remind hon. members that a/ any more on the subject of nurses. 
letter issued in October, 1895, explicitly | [come now to the question of providing 
lays down that it is not right for nuns | cottages for agricultural labourers under 
to assist in certain kinds of operations, | the Act. I dealt with that matter fully 
and they are forbidden by the rules of | yesterday afternoon, but the hon. Mem- 
their orders from doing this. I think | ber for Antrim did bring to my notice a 
the House will agree that the Local specific case in which a mistake seems 
Government Board has acted with tact | to have been made by the Local Govern- 
and discretion in this matter, and since | ment Board and not bythelocal authority. 
nuns are not allowed to render all the | I undertake to give my personal con- 
services required in nursing, it is clear sideration to that subject directly I get 
that there must be other qualified | back to Ireland. I am disposed to agree 
nurses introduced in those unions. With | that the Local Government Board should 
regard! to the subject of the training | not accept a decision of the local bodies 
of nurses, and the qualifications insisted | against which an appeal had _ been 
upon by the Local Government Board, | lodged; but I guard myself by saying 
I think that the opinions expressed by that in some parts of Ireland, as at 
the hon. Member for North Monaghan | present advised, the local authorities 
are entitled to very great weight upon | put forward an excessive number of 
this subject, and I shall certainly make! claims. I think the Local Government 
a note of what he has suggested. I was Board would be wanting in duty, 
not aware that the subject was going to| however disagreeable or unpopular it 
be brought forward, and perhaps I have | may be, if they allowed the newly elected 
not brushed up upon this point as much | bodies to impose too heavy burdens on 
as I should have done if 1 had received | the rates, especially in the rural districts, 
longer notice. The hon. Member for | in the first years of their administration, 
North Monaghan spoke of the exclusion | and if they did not bring home to these 
of certain hospitals by reason of the bodies the great danger of over-burdening 
order of the Local Government Board the rates in this matter. As time goes 
in reference to the qualification of on these local authorities will have 
trained nurses, but from my recollection’ more and more responsibility thrown 
of the order I should think that the upon them, and if they swell the rates, 
hospitals mentioned by the hon. Member that would be a matter for the electors ; 
would not be excluded. but in the early years of the local 
government by popularly elected bodies 
Dr. THOMPSON said he could assure the Local Government Board has the 
the hon. Gentleman that a number of the | duty of bringing home to the local 
hospitals had not been recognised, and | authorities that heavy burdens fall upon 
were excluded from the benefit of|the rates from the loss arising from 
trained nurses. excessive schemes for cottage buildings. 
Generally I agree that it is the interest 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I ttake notice | of the farmers to see that the labourers 
what the hon. Gentleman says, but it | are properly housed. In England we 
does not traverse what I have stated. | have the great economic difficulty in 
The general Order of the Local Govern- | Tegard to the labourers herding into the 
ment Board issued in July did not pre- towns, but Ireland is mostly free from 
clude the Board from reserving to them- | that ; and I certainly should consider 
selves discretion. I can say that our | Whether an extension of the Labourers 
hands are free. The Order states, “Any- | Cottages Acts can be carried so as to 
one who has received not less than two | include the other classes referred to. 
years training in a general clinical or | Many hon. members have inveighed 
other hospitals authorised by us.” We | against the Local Government Board 
are therefore at liberty to recognise | for increasing the salaries of the local 
any hospital, and we are not going to | officials. It was said that some local 
tie up our hands or limit our discretion. , bodies had offered £100 salary to the 
However, I shall carefully consider the | deputy surveyors instead of £80, but as 
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But the Local Government 
where there was no agreement, were 
bound by statue to determine whether 
there had been an increase of work, and 
if so, to increase the emoluments accord- 
ingly. Most of the speakers said that 
that had been done in excess. The fact 
that the Local Government Board un- 
wittingly broke the law in a technical 
manner does not excuse them from 
attempting to obey the law, now that 
it has been defined by the highest courts 
in Ireland, and the Local Government 
Board will go on doing their best to 
obey the law, and take a fair view of 
the merits of these cases. That brings 
me to the possibility of simplifying 


and cheapening the local government | 


in Ireland. If we can bring that 


about, then the 


salaries of local officers would be only 
academic. The hon. Member for Mid 
Tyrone said that the salaries had all been 
raised, but if the duties were decreased 
then there would be a decrease in the 
salaries. There certainly would be no 
obligation to pay for work not obliged to 
be done, and so economy might be 
effected in that way. I think myself 
that the best chance of arriving at a 
solution of the matter is to make an at- 
tempt at the simplification of the work of 
local government in Ireland, and effecting 
some economy in administration. The 
Act has been in force for three years. 
Many suggestions have been made to the 
Board, and of course some ideas have 


occurred to the members of the Board | 
which will all tell in the! 


themselves, 
direction of simplification and economy. 
The hon. Baronet who introduced the 


subject yesterday made a suggestion that | 


it would be a mistake for the Local 
Government Board to set out by itself 
on an inquiry as to how simplification 
can be best achieved, and that it would 
be prudent for the Local Government 
Board to invite co-operation of those who 
are administering the Act. With that 
suggestion I quite agree. I will be glad if 


the hon. Baronet and other chairmen of | 


county councils would give the Local 
Government Board suggestions as to 


economies which may be adopted, and on | 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


no protest had been made, and both | the part of the Local Government Board 
parties were agreed, the Local Govern- | 
ment Board had no wish to interfere. | 


Board, | 


discussion with re- | 
ference to the increase of duties and | 
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we shall be glad to nominate some 
member of the Board to collaborate with 
them. I believe it would be also wise to 
invite some of those officials in England 
who have had experience in book-keeping 
in some of the largest county councils to 
come and see if they can teach us in Ire- 
land anything which we do not at present 
know in that respect, and how the 
accounts may be simplified. I do not 
wish to raise any hopes which may be 
doomed to disappointment, and therefore 
I feel bound to remind hon. members 
that these matters are more complicated 
in Ireland than in England. It is not 
easy to see how to get rid of many of the 
columns in the returns, owing to the fact 
that there are county guarantees for 
railways and other matters which intro- 
duce complication; but it is possible 
that we may hit upon some plan of deal- 
ing with all the different charges and 
assessments in different areas. Greater 
simplicity and economy in dealing with 
all these various matters is anobject which 
ought to be pursued by all those who are 
interested in the proper and efficient 
management of local affairs in Ireland. 


Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary had met this question 
in a spirit far different from that to which 
the representatives from Ireland had 
hitherto been accustomed. He _ wel- 
comed the promised inquiry into the 
administration of the Local Government 
Board, and he would be glad to give every 
assistance in his power towards arriving 
at some decision which would be satis- 
factory all round. He approved f the 
reduction of the inspection of roads from 
four to two in the quarter, but he wanted 
the Local Government Board to convey 
the reasons which led them to increase 
the salaries of the local officials. He 
made this suggestion in the interests of 
peace. As to the nurses, he was afraid 
that the Chief Secretary had misunder- 
stood the purpose of his remarks the pre- 
vious day. He did not object to the 
proper treatment of the inmates of the 
workhouse infirmaries. On the con- 
trary, he was most solicitous for their 
welfare ; and in his own country they 
had expended an enormous sum of money 
in remodelling the arrangements for the 
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sick poor. In his opinion the Local{ result of the manner in which the 
Government Board should not treat the local bodies were treated was to 
unions which had done their duty in the) promote insubordination among the 
same way as those which had neglected | officials, and induce them to look to 
their duty, and therefore he was glad the Local Government Board, who 
that the Order was to be administered in| were not their masters, and to carry 
a reasonable spirit. out their views rather than those o the 


Sint : county councils. It must be acknow- 
Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) ledged that that was the spirit which 
complained of the manner in which the \ 1° anoendered iy vi tek Cee 
1 : ata - as $24 re ) 4OCE 
wala signe ad aye , se argh ment Board. It was only right that 
ede f Maj oo Fai h Saale nee these officials should be pensioned after 
Seener ee ajor ar, whom he chargec discharging their duties for a number of 
with partiality i in favour of the landlord | ee: aed a 2 ton the purpose had 
interests in respect of labourers’ cottages. |} 


ow a SM PS: been introduced, but so great had been 
e suggested that an entirely new set Of the feeling created in Ireland by the 


inspectors should be appointed. Local Government Board that the Bill 
babs had little chance of becoming law until 
Mk. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he gat body reformed its ways. The Local 
did not wish to prolong the discussion | Government inspectors were drawn from 
on this subject, although it was one in| 4 glass opposed to the views of the people, 
which the Irish members were Very and until the Local Government Board 
deeply interested. Speaking for himself,| goiit direct with the representative 
he appreciated the tone of the right hon. | }ogies of Ireland in a more genial and 
the Chief Secretary's remarks, and he. less dictatorial manner, matters would 
only wished that that right hon. Gentle- | 1 o¢ improve. He was glad the condition 
man would be able to instil eens of the of the unions of Ireland had been im- 
tolerance which he had displayed into proved, but at the same time he thought 
the minds of the been officials o' it was a most suspicious thing that the 
the Local Government Board. They } Local Government Board should have 
all recognised that that Board had not allowed the old state of things to go on 
the confidence of the Irish people. The for so many years, and should have only 
right hon. Gentleman said that the, dinuaved’ tan neseaitie foe thie: inn 
Board, of which he was president, hoped provement at the time ‘when the land- 
0 work out reforms in a reasonable lords were exempted from paying half 
spirit, and in no spirit of arrogance. He ¢h¢ expense, the whole of which now fell 
was glad to hear these remarks from the altogether on the poor. It was a matter 
right hon. Gentleman, because the Local which in his opinion the Local Govern- 
Government Board had been a thorn! ment Board should have initiated years 
in the side of the people of Ireland in ago. , 
connection with the manner in which | 
they had conducted the administration | *Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) directed 
of the poor law and the Grand Jury | attention to the provision of the Local 
system. He thought the right hon.| Government Act for the better provision 
(rentleman, candidly reviewing the) of harmless lunatics in the workhouses 
manner in which the local bodies had| of Ireland, which he said, owing to the 
conducted their business since the Local | action of the Local Government Board, 
Government Act of 1898 became law,| had been altogether inoperative. He 
would admit that these bodies had dis-| was connected with a board of guardians 
charged their duty well and with a due as chairman, and had submitted a 
regard to the interests of the ratepayers. | scheme to the Local Government Board 
He thought that the Local Government | Inspector to utilise a portion of the 
Board should do something to show workhouse at Carrick-on-Suir, which was 
their appreciation of that work. There) built at a time when the idea as to the 
were two ways of doing everything ; and| proper treatment of the poor in Ireland 
if the Local Government Board would | was not so far advanced as it was at 
throw aside a little of their arrogance | the present time for the accommodation 
it would be better for themselves and! of 700 persons, and it would even under 
the ratepayers of Ireland at large. The} present ideas of management accommo- 
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date 450 persons, while the usual number 
of inmates did not exceed 200. There 
were about 180 harmless lunatics in the 
workhouses of South Tipperary, and 
there was accommodation in that work- 
house, and the suggestion had been 
made that a portion of the workhouse, 
which was nearly empty, should be 
used for the accommodation of harmless 
lunatics. It was a reasonable sugges- 
tion, and although it might be neces- 
sary to build houses for the officers, 
that would be a very small item of 
expense; but the Local Government 
Board inspector before whom the 
matter was brought had stated that 
there was not the slightest chance of the 
assent of the Local Government Board 
being given to the use of this empty 
building for such a purpose. He had 
urged asa reason for the acceptance of the 
proposal that about sixteen acres which 
was now let for grazing which lay next 
to this building. could be set apart for 
the use of the harmless lunatics, but not- 
withstanding all the arguments that 
had been brought to bear the Local 
Government Board inspector told them 
there was no possibility that the Local 
Government Board would assent to that 
proposal. Under the Act of 1898 it was 
only necessary to provide a suitable build- 
ing for this purpose, and the scheme 
which had been suggested could easily 
be carried out by dividing the work- 
house. It was because the Local Govern- 
ment Board would not sanction such 
reasonable schemes as this that that 
provision of the Act had been in- 
operative. Another provision which had 
become inoperative was that by which 
the boards of guardians with the con- 
sent of the Local Government Board 
could convert a workhouse infirmary 
into a district infirmary. By the board 
of guardians of which he was a member 
such a resolution had been passed, and 
the Local Government Board had _ re- 
ceived notice of the resolution, but the 
reply which they received from the Local 
Government Board was that that body 
had not made the regulations which 
by the Act they were bound to make 
for district infirmaries. That reply was 
received in 1899, and from then till now 
If the 


Local Government Board was as anxious 
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no regulations had been made. 


as the Chief Secretary suggested to 
Mr. OShee. 


{COMMONS} 
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promote the welfare of the in- 
mates of these buildings, the imbecile 
and sick poor, the most helpless of all 
classes of the inmates of workhouses, 


they were going about it in a 
very peculiar way. They had done 
nothing whatever to make these 
regulations which were necessary in 


order to enable boards of guardians 
to secure the operation of the Act of 
1898 ; they had given no facilities to 
enable a portion of these huge work- 
houses, which for the greater part were 
empty, to be used for harmless lunatics. 
He quite agreed with the strictures that 
had been passed upon the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspectors with regard to 
the erection of workmen’s dwellings. 
Their action disclosed an extraordinary 
state of things. Where there was no 
opposition to applications for the erection 
of cottages the applications were rejected. 
The express object of these Acts was to 
enable the local authorities of Ireland to 
build houses for poor agricultural 
labourers and let them at rents which 
the labourers should be able to pay. The 
usual rent under the Act was Is. a week, 
but in one case, because the agent or sub- 
agent of the Duke of Devonshire had 
four houses in a town to let at a rental of 
2s. a week, the applications for additional 
houses were refused, although in that case 
there had been representations made for 
sixteen houses. There was a similar case 
in which the Marquess of Waterford 
objected, and the same kind of thing 
went on all over the country. It was 
such a matter of notoriety in that country 
that where a landlord like the Marquess 
of Waterford opposed the erection of a 
cottage the application was bound to be 
thrown out that the people had to a 
great extent given up attempting to get 
better cottages. Since the passing of 
the Local Government Act they had 
resumed their attempts, but they found 
the Local Government Board inspector 
controlled the situation, and that if they 
wished to appeal they had to go before 
an even worse tribunal, the Irish Privy 
Council, which was packed with land- 
lords. With reference to road-making 
in Ireland, the greatest trouble was that 
the assistant county surveyors did not 
give the whole of their time to their 
professional work, but in many cases 
either carried on a retail trade or 
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worked for private individuals. In 
his [opinion a rule should be made 
to prohibit them from doing either 
of these things. If road work in Ireland 
was to be carried on successfully the 
assistant county surveyor should be 
ready to inspect the roads at any par- 
ticular moment, and not merely to 
inspect them twice a year. He thought 
it would be very desirable, now 


that all these salaries were being fixed, | 
that a regulation should be made pro- | 


hibiting assistant county surveyors from 
taking any work of a private nature, 
but that they should 


allowed to take up work in con- 


nection with public boards in their | 
He thought the time | 
had come when some change ought to be | 


own districts. 


made in the system of appointing Local 
Government Board inspectors. Retired 


Army officers should not necessarily be | 


regarded as proper persons for these 


posts, and some real qualification should | 
be required, and he suggested that these | 


positions should be occupied by persons 


who had been engaged in the work of the | 


unions, clerks and masters of workhouses 
and others, who had in the past per- 
formed their duties efficiently ; that the 
post of Local Government Board inspec- 
tor should be regarded in the light of a 
legitimate promotion for those who had 
been good and efficient servants of the 
unions in the past. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
said he would confine his remarks to the 


question of local government in Ireland. | 
The Local Government Act being now an | 
accomplished fact, they had to make the | 


best of it. 
councils had made the Act more success- 
ful than it would otherwise have been in 
the peculiar circumstances under which 
Ireland was governed. He would endea- 
vour to make some practical sugges- 


tions, to which he hoped the Chief Secre- | 


tary would reply. The Irish county 
councils had endeavoured to carry out 
the provisions of the Local Government 
Act in Ireland efficiently and harmoni- 
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County Councils in England were allowed 
a certain sum to enable representatives 
of county councils to meet together for 
consultation on points about which 
differences existed. If a similar ex- 
penditure was allowed to the Association 
of County Councils in Ireland, con- 
ferences could be arranged with represen- 
tatives of the Local Government Board 
and a good deal of friction might thereby 
be avoided. What the county councils 
of Ireland desired from the Local Govern- 
ment Board was less dictation and more 
consultation. He hoped that the same 
liberty to use funds for this purpose 
| would be given in Ireland as in England, 
and if this were done a good deal of 
friction might be avoided and a good deal 
of litigation saved. 

In the matter of scientific investiga- 
tion the English county councils were 
much better off than in Ireland, where 
no fund had been provided for this 
purpose as in England. He submitted 
a clause when the Bill was before the 
|House providing for bacteriological 
investigations, but the Chief Secretary 
opposed that clause. At the recent 
Tuberculosis Conference a decision had 
been arrived at which was a very impor- 
tant matter for the Irish county coun- 
icils, and yet they had no fund available 
‘for any such purposes, although this 
| was a subject which was engaging the 
‘attention of all scientists throughout 
)}the civilised world. He wanted the 
‘Irish county councils to work in co- 
|operation with the Local Government 
Board. They wanted less interference 
with their work from the Local Govern- 
ment Board and more consultation, 
and there ought to be less dictation 
‘from the permanent officials. 
| He had been making inquiries as to 
[how it was that in matters affecting 
local government things were carried 
on so smoothly in this country. In 
| England they had none of the friction 
_and disappointment and litigation which 
took place in Ireland, and which ought 
/not to occur in a country which was 
| supposed to be constitutionally governed. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 








ously. Having paid a fair price for local | In England in cases where there was 
government in Ireland, they naturally ; likely to be friction the local boards and 
expected to get the same advantages|the Local Government Board generally 
which local government had conferred | held consultations, and as a rule the 
upon England. Under the English Act! popular view prevailed. Those ques- 
he understood that the Association of | tions which produced so much friction 
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in Ireland were amicably settled in 


England by this process of consultation. | 


He trusted that as a result of this debate 
something would be done by the right 
hon. Gentleman to bring about a similar 
state of things with regard to local 
government as existed in England. 


With regard to the question of the accom- | 


modation of harmless lunatics, he thought 
something ought to be done to lessen 
the expense and increase the efficiency 
in regard to their treatment. 
the Dublin County Council they had 
perhaps the most expensive asylum 
in Ireland. It would be less expensive 
if these harmless lunatics were treated 
in another institution, and it would 
be better for the lunatics themselves. 
It appeared to him that something 
ought to be done to appoint qualified 
gentlemen as inspectors. He made no 
charge in regard to existing inspectors, 
but there was no doubt that the local 
authorities had not the highest confidence 
in some of them. 
of unrest in this matter in which there 


ought to be confidence on both sides. | 


In regard to the erection of labourers’ 
cottages, the inspectors ought to be 
warned that they must no tbe frightened 
by the landlords. For years he had been 
aware that in many districts it was 
impossible to have labourers’ cottages 
erected because the guardians and 
inspectors were opposed to it. The 
people of Ireland had undoubtedly 
had no experience in regard to local 
government, but he put it to the House | 
whether disappointment had _ been, 
created in regard to the manner in which | 
they had carried out the Local Govern- | 
ment Act since they had been endowed | 
with that great constitutional freedom. | 

| 
FOR | 


| 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): Quite the contrary. We 
have been agreeably surprised at the | 
success of the experiment. | 


Mr. FIELD said that he remembered | 


{COMMONS} 


Under | 


There was an element | 
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‘imputed to them it had been imposed 
upon them by the Local Government 
Board. He put it to the right hon. 
the Chief Secretary and the hon. and 
learned Attorney General that, after 
the experience they had had, whether 
some Amendment ought not to be 
introduced into the Act which would 
enable them to carry on the work of 
local government with less friction, 
less expense, and more harmony than 
hitherto. They wanted to give the 
Government every chance for fair play, 
and allow the Local Government Board 
to co-operate with the local bodies in 
an efficient and harmonious way at the 
least possible cost to the ratepayers. 


*Mr. ATKINSON thought it would be 
_discourteous not to respond to the appeal 
which the hon. Gentleman had made to 
| him to say a few words in reply to the 
| criticisms he had passed. In the first 
| place, he congratulated him on his speech 
because the hon. Member, without being 
false to his principles, had sought, as he 
always did, to secure some practical 
advantage for Ireland, and some amelio- 
| ration in the government of its local 
| affairs. But it must be remembered 
that it was the late Government which 
| brought in the Local Government Act 


‘of 1898. He had the honour of 
some share in the framing and 


|passing of the measure, and it seemed 
strange to him that those who framed 


the Act had sometimes failed to receive 
quite as much encouragement on the 
other side as they might have done, and 
should not have been regarded as the 
friends of local government, anxious for 
the perfection and success of the system 
which they themselves inaugurated. One 
of the persons who gave most aid in 
framing that measure was the present 
permanent head of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and as he (Mr. Atkinson) 
was familiar with the knowledge which 
that gentleman had brought to bear 
on the subject, the policy he endeavoured 





the time when hon. Gentlemen opposite | to carry out, and the ideas he suggested, 
said that there would be extravagance | he thought it but plain justice to him to 
of the greatest kind and constitutional say that he had been from the first most 
earthquakes when the Local Govern-| anxious to make local government a 
ment Act came into operation in | successin Ireland. Local government in 





Ireland. In fact he thought that the 
local government bodies were almost 
too careful, and if extravagance could be 


Ireland had been a great success, and 
nobody rejoiced more at that than he 
did, except possibly the permanent head 








Mr. Field. 
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of the Local Government Board. But it 
must be remembered what the problem 
was that he had to deal with. He had to 
deal with a number of bodies, the con- 
stituent members of which were abso- 
lutely unacquainted with the conduct 
of local affairs. What was the problem ? 
The problem was to nurse them, as it 
were, into acquaintance with the conduct 
of local government, to restrain them, 
so that when they were fairly set up on 
the road they might be able to go steadily 
and cautiously forward, and discharge 
their duties efficiently and well. Of 
course it must have occurred to the 
permanent head of the Board that the 
restraints necessary at the start would 
not necessarily stop as progress was 
made, and if he were to make a 
criticism upon the different local bodies 
in Ireland it would be that they were 
forgetful of two maxims. The first was 
that none of us was infallible, and the next 
was the rather homely one, that men 
should learn to walk before they run. 
Aiter all, the county councils of Ireland 
were only learning to walk at present. 
He wished to make it plain that there was 
every desire on the part of the Govern- 
ment to see that proper service should be 
secured to the poor of Ireland in the 
hospitals. That the Local Government 
Board insist upon, and so far as they were 
concerned it would be carried out. Then 
as to the question of labourers’ cottages, 
That required a great deal of considera- 
tion. Hecould assure hon. members that 
there was nothing but good will towards 
the new system in the Local Government 
Board, and there was nothing but 
anxiety that it should succeed. Though 
there had been some friction, it had 
been to some degree due to an unfounded 
suspicion that the Local Government 
Board desired to treat the local bodies 
arrogantly. He quite agreed that the 
Acts might work more smoothly, but he 
thought everyone would agree that 
the permanent head of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland was anxious to 
receive with courtesy and consideration 
any member of a local authority who 
might approach him. It was recognised 


that it would be necessary from time to 
time to amend the Local Government 
Act, and nobody was more anxious 
than his right hon. friend and the per- 
manent officials of the Board to consider 
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every suggestion that might be made, 
but they must think of the effect of 
any proposal in different directions. 
These matters must be considered from 
every point of view, and he could not 
help feeling that hon. gentlemen 
shewed some impatience when they 
recommended something to the Local 
Government Board which was not 
immediately accepted, though it would 
not stand the test of careful exami- 
nation, The complaint that no pro- 
vision had been made for the expenses 
of the association of county councils 
would receive the careful consideration 
of his right hon. friend. There was 
no pressing necessity for legislation to 
establish institutions for scientific re- 
search; that was a matter for the 
future. Complaint had been made 
with regard to the conduct of Local 
Government Board inspectors, and_ it 
would be obvious that before any reply 
could be made to those complaints the 
answer of the inspectors should be heard. 
With regard to the Labourers Cottages 
Act, although it was desirable to house 
comfortably and properly the agricul- 
tural labourers required in any parti- 
cular district, and by an extension of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act to 
house properly the artisan class, of the 
towns as far as practicable, yet care 
should be taken not to give a kind of 
auxiliary outdoor relief by erecting 
cottages for labourers who were not 
wanted in any particular district, other- 
wise they would run the risk in establish- 
ing a man in a house with an inadequate 
amount of land attached to support him 
of setting up a class of pauper agricul- 
turists, not labourers, with such 
disastrous results as were seen in the 
West on a larger scale. He doubted 
whether independent inspectors would 
please either the landlords or the tenants. 
He would bring before his right hon. 
friend the various points that had been 
raised, and he had no doubt they would be 
carefully considered. 


*Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.) said 
he had listened with great interest to 
the debate, and taking as he did a great 
interest in the work of local government 
in Ireland, he wished to acknowledge 
the conciliatory spirit in which the 
Chief Secretary had met the views of 
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Irish members, and also the conciliatory 
spirit of the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down. He 
merely wished to call attention to the 
qualifications which were insisted upon 
by the Local Government Board for 
assistant county surveyors of county 
councils in Ireland. In his opinion, in 
the Order of February, 1900, issued by 
the Local Government Board, the pro- 
gramme of qualifications was extrava- 
gant in a country which was denied 
university education. It prescribed 
qualifications which involved almost 
university training. The position of 
assistant county surveyors was a very 
ordinary one, so far as its literary require- 
ments were concerned. The duty of 
assistant county surveyor only required 
that a man should be able to read and 
write well, and be able to measure heaps of 
stone, but what was required more than 
anything else was an honest man. It 
appeared to him that in prescribing quali- 
fications not attainable by the majority 
of the Irish people a privilege had been 
created for the old ascendency classes of 
Ireland. Under this rule it provided 
that any person who had filled the posi- 
tion of assistant county surveyor was 
entitled without further examination [to 
be appointed county surveyor in any 
other county. All over Ireland there 
were assistant surveyors who had been 
illegally appointed by the county sur- 
veyors, who could not pass the qualifying 
examination required under Section 43 
of the Act of 1836. In county Meath 
there were six assistant surveyors, only 
one of whom had passed an examination, 
and he came from another county. The 
whole or, at any rate, a great deal of the 
trouble under the Local Government 
Act came from the county and assistant 
surveyors, and the Chief Secretary was 
in error in stating that they could have 
been compulsorily retired before a certain 
date. The county councils were obliged 
to take over these men, and some people 
thought it would be an excellent thing 
if the county councils were enabled to 
borrow money in order to buy them out, 
and to set up in their place a new staff of 
competent men. One of the reasons put 
forward for keeping on the old officials 
was that it would be impossible for the 
new bodies to work with new hands. 
That certainly had not been his expe- 


Mr. Kennedy. 


{COMMONS} 
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rience. As chairman of the body de- 
scribed by the Attorney General as the 
best-managed county council in Ireland, 
he had found that the men who knew 
nothing about the grand jury system 
were the men with whom he had least 
trouble. When the new men were in 
any difficulty they referred to the Act 
and found out the right thing to do, 
whereas the old officials relied on their 
former experience and carried out their 
work according to a law no longer in 
operation. These men had been trained 
in a bad school. Instead of the county 
officials being governed by the grand 
juries, the grand juries were governed 
by the county officials. On the question 
of expenses, those unacquainted with the 
practical working of the county councils 
in Ireland had said there was no reason 
why a one-clause Act should not have 
been passed, merely setting up an elected 








body to transact the duties formerly 
transacted by the grand juries. Such 
persons did not understand the tre- 
mendous changes effected in local govern- 
ment by the Local Government Act and 
the Orders in Council thereunder. Not 
a single thing was the same now as before 
the passing of the Act. Not merely had 
the functions of the grand juries been 
transferred to the county councils, but 
also the functions of the boards of 
guardians as the great rating authorities, 
of the boards of guardians under the 
Diseases of Animals Acts, of the magis- 
trates under the Explosives Acts, and 
of numerous other smaller bodies. A 
great deal of expense arose from printing, 
clerical work, and law charges, and much 
of the clerical work was in consequence 
of the orders prescribed by the Local 
Government Board. Some forty books 
and forms were prescribed for an autho- 
rity, the predecessor of which kept only 
one or perhaps two. A number of the 
forms were admittedly unnecessary, and 
many of the expenses might be saved by 
the bodies themselves. The advertise- 
ment charges could be reduced, as there 
was no provision in law requiring adver- 
tisements to be published except in regard 
to audit, and even then the publication 
of one table only was necessary. Other 
expenses, however, were inherent to the 
Act, and incidental to the fact that the 
councils, unlike the grand juries, were 
corporate bodies. Formerly, if a man 
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drove into a ditch at night he had no, 
remedy ; now he would bring an action | 
against the county council and recover 
damages. The expenses of registration 
had been considerably increased by the 
Registry Act, 1898. Formerly, one 
polling sheet for each parliamentary 
polling district was required ; now there 
had to be a separate unit for each local 
government polling district, and every 
poor law electoral division was a local 
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Member was proceeding to refer to the 
financial clauses of the Act, when— 


It being Ten of the clock, Mr. 
SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 7th August, put forthwith 
the Question necessary to dispose of the 
resolution then under consideration. 

Question put accordingly, ‘ That the 
House doth agree with the Committee 
in the Resolution.” 








unit. This had enormously increased| The House divided:—Ayes, 197; 
the expenses of registration. The hon. | Noes, 122. (Division List No. 446.) 
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Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock, 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
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Ridley, 8. Forde (Bethnal Green | Smith,James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hon.Chas. Thomson | 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Rutherford, John 

Sack ville,Colonel 8.G.Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 


| Thornton, Perey M. 


Abel H. (Herttord, East) | 


Smith, HC.(North’mb,Tyneside | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Caidwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Col ville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daiy, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 


Mr. SPEAKER then proceeded, in pur- 
suance of the same Order, to put forth- 
with severally the Questions, “ 
House doth agree with the Committee 
in the outstanding Resolutions reported | Estimates.” 


| Hutton, 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


NOES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire ' 


| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| Murphy, 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan,.J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N. ) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow,W. ) 


That this the Army 


Departments 


Service Estimates. 


' O’Connor, 


in respect of each Class of the 


Service Estimates, the N 
Estimates, 
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Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. ( Notts.) 


| Whiteley,H. (Ashton-und-Lyne 


Williams, RtHon J Powell-( Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, A.Stanley (Yorks, E.R.) 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks,) 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEsS—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 


T. P. (Liverpool) 

William 

John (Mayo, 8S.) 
(Kerry, W.) 


O’Doherty, 
O'Donnell, . 
O'Donnell, T. 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
-artington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


_ Roche, John 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Tennant, Harold John 


Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N. 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks., W.R.) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Weir, James Galloway 
| White, Luke 


(Yorks., E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George (Yorks.,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks., W.R.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoFs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 

Captain Donelan. 
Civil 


Navy Estimates, 
the Revenue 
outstanding 


and other 








Acl 
Ag; 
Agi 
Ar} 
Ar! 


Bal 





348 


all 

orge 
(Notts. ) 
id-Lyne 
l]-( Birm 


cs, E.R.) 
(Yorks.) 
..- (Bath) 


oor ge 


rES—Sir 
nd Mr, 


pool) 
, S.) 
Vv.) 

N.) 
mon,N. 


terford) 
ire) 


bighs.) 


iapel) 
| 


ley) 
2.R.) 
North) 
3., W.R.) 
) 
mer 
rioneth) 
., W.R.) 


Nors— 
de and 


» Civil 
mates, 
eventie 
vnding 





349 Supply—Civil 


{9 AuGuUsT 1901} 


Mr. LOUGH: On a point of order, 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask if it is not 


necessary to state the amount we are 


asked to vote. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
will read the resolution he will see that 
there is nothing in it about the amount. 


Mr. LOUGH: 


does refer to the amount. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Not in that part of it 
which affects the Votes on Report. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust. Henry John C. 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


But the resolution 


| Hoult, Joseph 


The 
Noes, 123. 


AYES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford. Sir W. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. E. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Slr A. lrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T’rH’mlts 
Gore, Hn G.R.C.Ormsby- (Bine. 
Gore, Hon. S. F.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 


| Goulding. Edward Alfred 


Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHn.Lord G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. ) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd..Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


, Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh ) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


_ Law, Andrew Bonar 


Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 


N2 
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Ciass I. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, ‘‘ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect 
of Class I. of the Civil Service Estimates.” 


divided :—Ayes, 204; 
(Division List No. 447.) 


Legge, Coi. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol.S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Co! J. (Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David.!.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt.Hn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm.RobertW ellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock ) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Staly bridge) 
Ridley, S.Forde(BethnalGreen) | 
Ritchie, Rt.Hon.Chas.Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Josepn 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Cxass II. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, “ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the out- Noes, 122. (Division List No. 448.} 





| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
) Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Joyce, Michael 


{COMMONS} 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Herttord,East) 
Smith, HC(Northumb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 





Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 





NOES. 


Hammond, John ‘ 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Jameson. Major I’. Eustace 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Jordon Swift 
M’Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. | 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 





| O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
| O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) | 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| TELLERS 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donald 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan and Mr. 
Colville. 


standing Resolutions reported in respect 


The 


House 


of Ciass II. of the Civil Service Estimates.” 


divided :—Ayes, 209 ; 
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Godson,SirAugustus Frederick | 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHonGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield. William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. I. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbvshire) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Davenport, William Bromley- 

Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chatham | 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 

Duke, Henry Edward | 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart | 

Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone | 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 

Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r | 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon | 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
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AYES. 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


| Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore,HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S.F. Ormsby (Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 


Hamilton, RtH nLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath,James(Staffords.,N W.) 


Heaton. John Henniker 


| Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 


Hogg, Lindsay 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Howard, J. (Midd.. Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 


Keswick, William 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge. Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 


| Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol, 8.) 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 


' MacIver, David (Liverpool) 


Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


| More, Robert Jasper! (Shropsh) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Arthur H.A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col.Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stal: bridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott. Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith.James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount ™ 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.( Notts. 
Whiteley, H. ‘Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Rt.Hn.J Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 








355 Supply — Civil 


Abraham, William (Cork,N 
Barry, E. (Cork. 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain <A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, oo ot 

Emmott, Altr ed 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Field, W illiam 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter( Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 


\.E.) 


Crass III. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, “ 








{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Hammond, John 


Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


| Healy, Timothy Michael 


| Horniman, 


Holland, William Henry 
Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lloyd-George. David 


Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Mae Donne!l, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Govern, T. 
| Mansfield, Horace Randall 


| Morgan.J. Lloyd ( 


| O’Brien, 


That this House doth | 


Carmarthen) 
Morton, Ed w. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy. John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kulkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) 


| O'Donnell, T. 
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O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
(Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N) 
O'Malley, William } 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 
O’Shee, James John 
-artington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford} 
Redmond, William (Clare 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. Jchn G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Menagh’n,N 
Thomson, F (York, W. R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmei 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W. R.) 


THE Nors—Mr. 
M‘Kenna. 


TELLERS FOR 
Nussey and Mr. 


standing Resolutions reported in respect 


of Class ILL. 


mates.” 


The 


agree with the Committee in the out-| Noes, 124. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C apt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, KennethR.(C shristeh, ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach,Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 





AYES, 


Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bullard, Sir Harrv 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Wal'er 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 


House ; 
(Division List No. 


of the Civil Service Esti- 


divided :—Ayes, 206; 
449.) 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 

C ohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


| Corbett,A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L.. (Down, N.) 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbrid,e 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jolin P. 
Douglas. Rt. Hon. A Akers- 
Doxford Sir William Theodore 








Lavy 
Lay 
Lee 
Leg 
Lei; 


Chai 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamHart | 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man. 
Fielden, Edward Broeklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn.EdwardAlgernon | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin Nairn , 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) | 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts | 
Gore, HnGkK.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn.‘Robert W.) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,James (Staffords,N. W. 
Heaton, JohntHenniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Supply—Civil 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 











| Lucas, 2. J. (Portsmouth) 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


{9 AuGusT 1901} 


Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S | 
| Leder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S.) | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb.,Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 


Macartney,Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


| Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, HnWimRobert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.- Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, Jon S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant,James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


NOES. 


Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. b 





Dufty, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
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| Ridley, Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge 


Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertsun, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 


| Smith,H.C(NorthmbTyneside 
| Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 


| Speneer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 


Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Taibot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Webb,Colonel William George 


Weir, James Galloway 


| Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne; 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-( Bir. ) 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 
| Wilson, A. S. (Yorks, E. R.) 


Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Evans,Sir Francis H.(Maidst. ) 
Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter(Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 
Jones, Dav. Brynmur(Swansea) 
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Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 


Supply—Civil 


Cuass IV. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, ‘‘ That this House doth 


{COMMONS} 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick newevestany | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

| O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
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Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheelian, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, DrEC(MonaghanN 
Thomson, F. W.(Yorks, W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 


; Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( Yorks, W.K 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


Wilson, Henry J. (YorkW.R. 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


standing Resolutions reported in respect 


of Class IV. 


mates.” 


The Hous 


of the Civil Service Esti- 


e divided :—Ayes, 207 


agree with the Committee in the out- Noes, 122. (Division List No. 450.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon.3John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W(Leeds. ) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W ore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 








AYES. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin EdwardBainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chath’m 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEdwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. HnSirJ.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edwd. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edwd. Algernon | 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. Le , 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) | 





Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’m’ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Groves, James Grimble 
| Hain, Edward 


Hall, Edward Marshal] 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansa 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T, (Denbigh) 


Keswick, William 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
| Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH. (Hants,Fareh’m 
e, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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Leve 
Lode 
Long 
Long 
Lons 
Lowe 
Low! 
Low! 
Luca 
Macs 
Macc 
Mac! 
Macc 
M‘A: 
MC: 
M‘kK 
Maje 
Map 
Milt 
Mole 
Mon 
Moo! 
Moo! 
More 
Mors 
Mor: 
Mori 
Mort 
Mou 
Mur 
Mur 
Mur 
Mye 
Nico! 


Abra 
Amb 
Barr 
Bay] 
Bell, 
Bola 
Bolt« 
Boyl 
Brig, 
Broa 
Burk 
Burn 
Burt 
Cald: 
Came 
Cam] 
Carvi 
Chan 
Clanc 
Coga: 
Colvi 
Cond 
Crear 
Crom 
Cullit 
Daly, 
Dalzi 
Delar 
Dillor 
Donel 
Doog: 
Dutty 
Eliba 
Field, 
Flavir 
Flynn 
Foste: 
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Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther,'C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent) | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac | 
Moore, William (Antrim, XY) | 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moriis,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A (Deptford | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray. Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian | 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Bneg, John 

Broaihurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, y ain Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 


| M‘Govern, T. 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley | 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hn.M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S.G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 


' Grant, Corrie 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton,: Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

| Levy, Maurice 

| Lloyd-George, David 

| Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Snedan, shw. 4.0. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 


| 
| 
| 
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| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C(N’th’m)., T’neside) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 


' Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt, Hon. eran ot Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-( Bir.) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. S. (Yorks., E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
( Brien, Kendal(Tipper'ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 

0’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Kelly, Jas.(Roscommon, N. 
| O'Malley, William 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 
' Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, ‘Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Mon’gh’p,N 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.R.) 











363 Supply—Civil {COMMONS} Service Estimates. 364 
Ure, Alexander | White,Patrick (Meath, North) | Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks,W.R.) 


Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White,!|Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Ciass V. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


Question proposed, “ That this House 
doth agree with the Committee in the 


outstanding Resolutions reported in 
respect of Class V. of the Civil Service 
Estimates. 


Mr. DILLON: On a point of order, I 
wish to submit that if these resolutions 
are put thus they will contain two Votes 
which under the rule cannot be in- 
cluded. An addition was made to this 
rule in 1898 in the following words— 

* Provided always that any additional Esti- 
mate for any new service or matter not included 
in the original }Estimates for the year shall be 
submitted for consideration in the Committee 
of Supply on any day not later than two days 
before the Committee is closed.”’ 


The First Lord of the Treasury, in intro- 
ducing the rule, said that this proviso 
had been introduced for the purpose of 
meeting the views of the right hon. Mem- 
ber for East Wolverhampton and an hon. 
friend of his own, who, he thought, was 
the Member for King’s Lynn. The 
objection taken by those two Members 
was that the closure rule, which they 
were now engaged in putting into opera- 
tion, was never intended and ought not 
to be allowed to apply to any Estimate 
which had not been submitted for dis- 
cussion in the House with the ordinary 
Estimates, or, at all events, two days 
before the closure was applied. I submit 
that under the wording of the proviso 
neither of these Votes, which are Votes 
raising new points and new _ policies, 
has been submitted to the Committee 
of Supply for consideration two days 
before the closure of the Committee, and 
that, therefore, they ought not to be, and 
cannot be, included in the operation of 
the rule to-night. The loan to the Vice- 
roy of Wu-chang is a totally new subject, 
not considered by the House before, and 
the Treasury Chest Fund in its present 
shape. is. I contend, a new fund. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member’s point is a good one. It 





Whiteley,George( Yorks, W.R. | 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | 
| Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) | 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir Thomas 
Mr. Soares. 


THE Nors— 
Esmonde and 


| does not, in the first place, arise here at 
| all. The question I have to put is “ That 
' the House do agree to all the resolutions 
reported in respect of Class V.” This is 
reported as a resolution, and therefore 
I am _ bound to put the question. 
The question of the hon. Member 


|is one which should have been raised, 


and probably was raised in Com- 
mittee in order to be decided by the 
Chairman. I am not a court of appeal 
from him, and it does not arise on the 
question now before the House. I am 
not in a position to deal with anything 
that does not arise on the matter before 
the House. I may say further that I 
do not think the point was a good one 
in Committee. According to the con- 


struction put by the hon. Member 
on the rule, he contends, as I under- 
stand, that the resolution should 


be submitted to the actual decision of 
the House two days before the closure 
—that is, on Tuesday last. In point of 
fact, on Wednesday the House speci- 
fically ordered that all Votes in Supply 
should be dealt with under this Order. 
and they are being so dealt with accord- 
ingly ; and they were so dealt with yester- 
day, and that altogether does away with 
the effect of the proviso. The point really 
does not arise on the question now before 
the House. It arose before the Chairman 
of Committees, and the Chairman de- 
cided upon it, and I must say I agree with 
his decision. 


Mr. DILLON: By way of personal 
explanation 1 may be permitted to say 
that when I raised that point in Com- 
mittee the Chairman adopted a some- 
what unusual course, because he said 
he had consulted you, and he alluded to 
you asa court of appeal. [Cries of “ No 
no.”’] I am in the recollection of the 
House, and I only mention it because 
the right hon. Gentleman said T ought 
to have raised the point in Committee 
of Supply. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not say any 


I said; 


body ought to have raised it. 
ig Poa ype 
if anvbody raised it. 
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Mr. DILLON : 


argue your ruling. 


Supply—Civil 


I will not of course 
I desire to say my 
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the decision 


contention was based upon the words 


“submitted for consideration,” 
claim that these Votes were not sub- 


mitted. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
Inasmuch as you have ruled 
you are not a court of appeal from the 
Chairman, is there any way of bringing 


of order. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lerd Henry C. 
Bigrold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’x. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish. V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Chas. William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Dozglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence Sir Edwin 


Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 








and I 


tioning the 
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under 
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of the Chairman 


review except by motion 1? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As the hon. Member 
is very well aware, there is no way of ques- 


decision of the Chairman 


except by motion. 


On a point 


Noes, 122. 


AYES. 


Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 


Fergusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fielden,Edward Grocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFredk. 


‘Gordon, Hn J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South | 


Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’nI’ts | 
Gore, HuG. &.C Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) | 


Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG,(Mid’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett. Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.( Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.G. T. (Denbigh 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower. Fredk. N. 8S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francix William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 


Question put. 


202 ; 
(Division List No. 451.) 


Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Milton, Viscount 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shrop-hire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morris, Hon. Martin Hy. F. 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalyb’dge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Supply—Ciwwil 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A belH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
‘Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


CLass VI. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, ‘‘ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the out- 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


) Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
| Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 


{COMMONS} 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy. John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 











O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


of Class VI. 








AYES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Nolan,Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) | 
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Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts, 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJPowell(Birm, 
Wills Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R, 
Wilson-Todd, Win. H.( Yorks.) 
| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn.E. R. (Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


, O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

| O'Mara, James 
O’Shanghnesasy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Atickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Thomson, ¥. W.( Yorks, W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, Geo. (Yorks, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams.Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOFS— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Layland-Barratt. 


standing Resolutions reported in respect 


of the Civil Service Esti- 


mates.” 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 201; 
Noes, 121. (Division List No. 452.) 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 
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Balt 
Balt 
Balf 
Ban 


Bea 
Ben 
Big: 
Big 
Bon 
Bost 
Bou 
Bov 
Bul 
But 
Car 
Cav 
Cav 
Cay 
Cec 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Cla 
Coe 
Cog 
Cobh 
Coll 
Col 
Con 
Cor 
Cox 
Cra 
Crij 
Cre ) 
Cus 
Da‘ 
Da’ 
Dic 
Dic 
Dis 
Do 
Do: 
Du 
Du 
Dy 


Fel 
Fer 


Fin 
Fir 
Fis 


Ga 
Ga 
Go 
Go 
Go 
Go 
Go 
Go 
Go 
Go 


Go 
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Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Bull. William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley,' Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 


Supply— Civil 





Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(S'Ip) 
Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby-( Line.) 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 


Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grevilie, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn.Ld.G.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffs., N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macartney,Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 


M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E., | Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


Bell, Richard 
Boland, John 
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Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col.S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. S. Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC.(North’mb,Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 


Service Estimates. 





Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Colonel William Hall} 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G. (Netts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Rt. Hn.J.Powell(Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (Yorks, ti... 
| Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,RtHn. E.R. (Bath) 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon.\George 
TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
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Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

‘Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colvile, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
—— J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


Supply—Civil 


Cuass VII. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, 


agree with the Committee in the out- 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon, John 
Bagot. Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baleares, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 








“That this House doth 


{COMMONS} 


| Holland, William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Fhomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan,.J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy. John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


Service Estimates. 
: O'Donnell, T 
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. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Rosscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh.) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, I’. W. (Yorks, W. RB.) 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (Yorks., E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George/ Yorks.,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (Yorks.,W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—NSir 
Thomas Esmonde and Dr. 
Shipman. 


‘standing Resolutions reported in respect 


of Class VII. 


mates.” 
The House 
Noes, 120. 
AYES. 


Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 


Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb.SirJohn Charles Ready ! 


John George 





of the Civil Service Esti- 


divided :—Ayes, 197; 


(Division List No. 453.) 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
| Crossley, Sir § 
| Cust, Henry John C. 


Savile 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir W. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 


| Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 








Lor 
Lor 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. E. Algernon 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus F, 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’r H’mlts | 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon. 8S. F.Ormsby- (Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denb‘gh) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
L:veson-Gower,Freder‘ck N.S. | 
L. «, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham | 
Long. :t.. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) | 
Lonsdale. / hn Brownlee 


Supply—Cwil 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, KE. (Cork, 8S.) 

Bayley, Thomas ‘ Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Hav land- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
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Lowe, Francis *' illiam 


| Lowther, ©. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
| Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 


Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh‘re) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, Will‘'am (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


-almer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
| Pierpoint, Rober} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


| Randles, John S. 
| Rankin, Sir James 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 


Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge) | 


Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green) 


NOES. 


Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott. Alfred 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Ruthertord, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 


Service Estimates. 


| Stanley, Lord (Uanes.) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
| Myers, William Henry 
| N'col, Donald Ninian 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valent‘a, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Sir Charles G,E.( Notts. ) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ.Powell-( Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce. Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
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M‘Fadden, Edward O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
M‘Govern, T | O'Dowd, Joh n 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morton,Edw. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Br‘en, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) | Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
O’Connor, T. P.(Liv erpool) | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
O'Doherty, William | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) —_| Soares, Ernest J. 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon, N. 
O’ Malley, Will‘am 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. ) 
Roche, John 


Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 
Resolutions read a second time. 


The 
Noes, 79. 


Question put, “ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the out- 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brigg, John 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles W illiam 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charr‘ngton, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A* Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.S‘r William Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
we Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Gar dner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gladstone, Rt Hn.HerbertJohn 
Godson,SirAugustus!Frederick | 
Gordon, HnJ.E. (Elgin oe ry 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj.Evans-(T’rH’ mallets | | 
a Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- (Line. | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN, 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.R.: 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (Yorks, W.R.) 


Nors— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 
Mr. Mansfield. 


| standing Resolutions reported in respect 
of the Navy Estimates.” 


divided :—Ayes, 225; 


| Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 


| Hain, Edward 

| HamiltonRtHnLordG. (Midd’x 
| Hanbury, Rt. Hon.RobertWm. 
| Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Davenport, Will’am Bromley- | 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Heath, James (Staffords. N.W 


Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham | 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex } 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Leder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Long. Col. Charl@W.( Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire ) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, KtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col., Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, EK. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Campbell, J. (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, Will'am 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. U. 

Dutty, William J. 

Field, William 

"lavin, Michael Joseph 
 ynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corre 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patr.ck 


VOL. XCIX, 


| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


{9 August 1901} 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Co]. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Co]. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, 8S. M, (Whitechapel) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Co].Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Mast) 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Govern, T. 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy John 


, Nannetti, Joseph P. 
, Noian,Col. John P. (Galway, N. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) — , 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. I. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W.Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord EK. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Co]. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Webb, Colenel William George 
Weir, James Golloway 

Welby, Sir Charles G. E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H./Ashton-un.-Lyne) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R.(Bath) 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Doherty, William 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W,) 


O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John I.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Dona! 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W. R.) 


THE NOoEFs— 
and 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 
Mr. Bell. 
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standing Resolutions reported in respect 


of the Army Estimates.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, “ That this House doth , Noes, 78. 


The House divided: — Ayes, 219; 


agree with the Committee in the out- 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline litzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichae! Hicks 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Big wood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brigg, John 

Bul, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.( Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cee'l, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Coghii!, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colvilie, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


' Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 





AYES. 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ. (Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Kinch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
F'tzroy,Hon.Edward Algernon 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Cordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
CGordon,J. (Londonderry,South 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rHamlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Lincs. ) 
Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG( Middl’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude G. 

Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Moriey) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Loder, Geraid Wajter Erskine 
Long,Co].CharlesW.(Evesham) | 
Long,Rt.Hn, Walter (Bristol,S.) | 


(Division List No. 455. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


; Remnant, James Farquharson 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybr‘dge) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
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Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, 1C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) ~ 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, I. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, FE. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, W'lliam J. 

Vield, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond,’ John 


REVENUE DerartMeNts 
1901-2. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Question put, “That this House doth Noes, L0G. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex, F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


{9 Avaust 1901} 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W.(Yorks,W. R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, S:r Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


' Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice S 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, Scuth) 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brizn, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor.James (W‘cklow,W. } 


hI] 
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Departments Estimates. 


| ‘TELLERS 
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Webb, Colonel! William George 
We'r, James Galloway 
Welby, Sir CharlesG.E.( Notts. ) 


| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty, William 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 's.) 

O Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cook e 

White, Luke (Yorks, I...) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R. 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Wilson, Henry J. (Yorks, W.R. 

TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


ugree with the Committee in the out- 


| standing Resolutions reported in respect 


The 


AYES. 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Banbury, Frederick George 


| Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. I. (Middlesex 


Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds) | Bull, William James 











House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 456.) 


of the Revenue Departments.” 


1383 ; 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
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Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H, A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wi]liam Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 


Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.K (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 


Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbysh‘re) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh. ) 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick,Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham) 
Long,RtHn. Walter (Bristol, 5. 
Lonsdaje, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis Wiiliam 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 


Macartney, Rt.Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M:Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montague, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Coj. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicol, Donald Nin‘an 


-almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


NOES. 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, .) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 


Departments Estimates. 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas,Thomson 
robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke is 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Rom ford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith,H.C.(Nrth’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W.Bromwich) 
Stanjey,Hn. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hn. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hal} 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

Welby, Sir.CharlesG. E.( Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Staniey (York,FE.R) 
Wodehouse Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 


Cullinan, J. 


Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
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385 Supply—Grant to 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 


Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Gilhooly, James 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, DavidBrynmor\Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, Patrick James 


Jayland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. © ' 


SUPPLY [3lsr Juty.] 


Resolution reported. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £100,000. 
be granted to His Majesty to be issued 
to Field Marshal Earl Roberts of Canda- 
G.C.B., 
Commander-in-Chief of 
His Majesty’s Forces, in recognition of 
services during the war in 


har, K.G., K.P., 
G.C.1.E., V.C., 


his eminent 
South Africa.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. I. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, ‘Arthur 

Big wood, James 


{9 Aveust 1901} 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 5.) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


N.) 


O’Brien,Kendal](Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, VP. J. 


O’Shee, James John 


Partington, Oswald 


agree 


alee 
GCS L. Resolution 


The 


Noes, 73. 


AYES. 


Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John Geor ge 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cantley Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


| Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 


) Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cecil, Evely n (Aston Manor) | 
Cc hamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r) | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready | | 
Colville, John 


Question put, 
with the Committee in the said 


House 
(Division List No, 457.) 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie] 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Dona] 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagl’n,N. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FoR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


Resolution read a second time. 


‘That this House doth 


divided :—Ayes, 192; 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Cust, Henry John C. 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD. (Chatham 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Klibank, Master of 

Kmmott, Alfred 


| Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
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Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Vielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Inlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

litzroy, Hon. E. Algernon 


Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans-T’rH’ml'’ts 
Gore,Hn G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.‘F. Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 


Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staftords., N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm.F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph» 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 


‘ 


Doogan, P. C. 


Supply—Grant to 


{COMMONS} 


Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) , 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 


Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn.AGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury ) 
Pee], Hon.Wm.RobertW ellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John 8. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.!M. W. (Stalybridge , 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.Thomson ' 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


NOES. 
Duffy, William J. 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James, 
Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 


, Lundon, W, 


Lord Roberts. 


Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
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Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Coj. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Kast) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 


Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, KdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


_ Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Co]. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, CoJonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. ( Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, I...) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und.Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Wills, Sir Frederick 


Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. _ 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw. J. C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


' O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
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O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
0’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’Dowd, John 

0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
0’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 
0’Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John 


Roche, John 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, | 


1899-1900. 
Resolutions reported. 


Whereas it appears by the Navy Appro- 
priation Account for the year ended the 
jist day of March, 1900, and the state- 
ment appended thereto, as follows, viz. :— 


(a) That the gross expenditure for 
certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a 
total sum of £1,151,718 lis. 2d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the 
schedule hereto appended ; while the 
gross expenditure for other Navy 
Services fell short of the estimate 
of such expenditure by a total sum 
of £1,749,812 15s. 2d., as shown in 
column No. 2 of the said appended 
schedule, so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the Navy 
Services fell short of the gross esti- 
mated expenditure by the net sum of 
£598,094 4s. ; 

(b) That the total actual receipts 
in aid of the grants for Navy Services | 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by 


{9 Avaust 1901} 


O’Shee, James John 


Redmond, William (Clare) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Sullivan, Donu 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Joseph 


E. (Waterford) 

TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


the sum of £265,185 6s. 6d., as shown 
in column No. 4 of the said appended 
schedule ; 

(c) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expenditure 
are as follows, viz :— 

S a €é 
- 1,793,043 11 2 
929,764 0 8 


Total Surpluses 
Total Deficits = 


Net Surplus £863,279 10 6 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tempo- 
rarily authorised the application, in reduc- 
tion of the net charge on Exchequer 
Grants for certain Navy Services, of the 
whole of the sums received in excess of 
the estimated Appropriations - in - Aid, 
in respect of the same Services ; and have 
also temporarily authorised the applica- 
tion of so much of the said total surpluses 
on certain Grants for Navy Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits 
on other Grants for Navy Services. 


1. “That the application of such 


sums be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 





Navy Services, Excesses 











Gross Expenditure. 


Appropriations in Aid. 


' Deficiencies! Surpluses 


of of Actual of Actual 


Surpluses of 


‘ ¢ : i Actual over Estimated 
— ” —_ Estimated — over Actual a Se 
. Votes Gross Gross = oe “a bakes = 
y Expenditure. Expenditure. Moana ; beget 
teceipts. Receipts. 
1. 2. 3. 4, 
| 
o> ae 5 «a re ae? re ee 
1 .. Wages, etc., of Of- 
cers, Seamen, anl | 
Boys, Coast Guard, | 
and Royal Marines | — 29,559 1/0 | 5,078 14 0 
2 Victualling and | 
Clothing for the | | 
Navy... oe ... | 245,366 4 1) — | 94,407 5 11 
3 .. | Medical — Establish- 
| ments and Services — 29 16 11 — | 1,745 7 6 
4 ... | Martial Law .., 2,601 17 8 = — | 4017 2 
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SCHEDULE—continued. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 











Deficiencies Surpluses 




































Navy Services, Excesses of Surpluses o 
Number of 1899-1900. Adee yo’ Simeeed of Aetual of Actual 
Vote. | Estimated over Actual “© — as compared 
Votes. Gross Gross ge with a 
i . = ae . mate matec 
Expenditure. Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts, 
1. 2. A 4, 
c s. a. Pe s. ad. See eS 8 
5 Edueational Services an 5,001 12 6 _- 305 7 3 
6 Scientific Services ... - 1,148 15 2 . 5,159 13 1 
7 Royal Naval Re- 
serves iy ne 42,243 13 1 0% 3 3 
8 ... , Shipbuilding, te- 
pairs, Maintenance, 
ete. : 
See. 1... Personnel ... ce 64,419 0 2 = -= 240 911 
See. 2... Matériel... .. 809,951 11 11 — - 126,088 17 4 
Sec. 3... Contract Work _... —_ 1,489,405 13 5 316 3 3 
9 ... Naval Armaments ... — 124,970 1 9 :, 19,413 14 9 
10 ... Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs at Home 
and Abroad .., oN — 40,256 2 7 - 10,865 15 8 
11 ... | Miscellaneous Effec- 
tive Services bas 27,140 8 7 — - 1,135 0 2 
12 ... | Admiralty Office . 4,499 8 8 — 10 7 
13 Half-pay, Reserved 
and Retired ray x. — 808 7 5 - 17 3 6 
14 .. Naval and Marine 
Pensions, Gratuities, 
and Compassionate 
Allowances ... pa — 10,130 5 1 118 17 10 
15 ... Civil Pensions and 
Gratuities ... ee — 1759 1 7 - % 47 
16 .. Additional Naval 
Force for Service in 
Australasian Waters 42216 0 —_ - 4200 
Amount written off 
| asirrecoverable _... 2,196 12 0 _ - _ 








1,151,718 11 


%, 


265,185 6 6 


to 
| 


21,749,812 15 


ee 








Net Surplus, £598,094 4 0 Surplus, £265,185 6 6 

















Whereas it appears by the Army Appro- 
priation Account for the year ended the 
31st day of March, 1900, and the state- 
ment appended thereto, as follows, viz. :-—- 

(a) That the gross expenditure for , 
certain Army Serviees exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £950,384 16s. 6d., as shown 
in column No. 1 of the schedule 
hereto appended; while the gross 
expenditure for other Army Services 

fell short of the estimate of such 
expenditure by a total sum of 


Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... £863,279 10 6 





£1,634,061 5s. 2d., as shown in column 
No. 2 of the said appended schedule ; 
so that the gross actual expenditure 
for the whole of the Army Services 
fell short of the gross estimated expendi- 
ture by the net sum of £683,676 8s.8d.; 

(b) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Army Services fell short of the estimate 
of such receipts by a total sum of 
£262,092 2s. 3d., as shown in column 
No. 3 of the said appended schedule : 
while the receipts in aid of other 
Army Services exceeded the estimate 





To 


To 


No. of Vote. 


—_ 





| Aid. 


luses 
tual 
npared 
isti- 
ited 
sipts. 


~* 
—_ 
or 
oa 


~* 
oO 
-1to 


»10 6 
slumn 
sdule ; 
diture 
TVvices 
pendi- 
35. 8d.; 


ertain 
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ylumn 
-dule ‘ 
other 
imate 





of such receipts by a total sum of 
£130,217 16s. 10d., as shown in 
column No. 4 of the said appended 
schedule; so that the total actual re- 
eeipts in aid of the Grants for Army 
Services fell short of the total esti- 
mated receipts by the net sum of 
£131,874 5s. 5d. ; 


(c) That the resulting differences 
hetween the Exchequer Grants for 
Army Services and the net expenditure 
are as follows, viz. :—- 


£. £6 
Total Surpluses — - - - 1,437,483 17 3 
Total Deficits - - - 885,681 14 0 


Net Surplus £551,802 3 3 
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And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application, in 
reduction of the net charge on Exchequer 
Grants for certain Army Services, of the 
whole of the sums received in excess of 
the Estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in 
respect of the same Services ; and have 
also temporarily authorised the applica- 
tion of so much of the said total surpluses 
on certain Grants for Army Services 
as is necessary to cover the said total 
deficits on other Grants for Army 
Services. 


2. “ That the application of such sums 
be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 





No. of Vote. 


10° Works, Buildings, and Re- 


11 Establishments for Mili- 


12. Miscellaneous Effective | 





Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 


Excesses of 
Army Services, 1899-1900. Actual over 


Estimated 
Votes. Gross 
Expenditure. 
1. 
- ee | 
1 Pay, ete., of Army (Gene- 
ral Stafl, Regiments, 
Reserve, and Depart- 
ments)... ‘ Si — 
2 Medical Establishments : 
Pay, ete. ... | 29,480 6 5 


3. Militia: Pay, Bounty, ete. — 
4 Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay 
and Allowances... ; -- 
5 Volunteer Corps : Pay and 
Allowances ae seit 
6 Transport and Remounts | 110,470 9 5 
7 Provisions, Forage, and 


other Supplies... .. |491,877 10 11 | 


8 Clothing Establishments 


and Services 2 88,006 0 11 | 


9 Warlike and other Stores : 
Supply and Repair... | 201,370 16 4 


pairs: Cost, ineluding 
Stall for Engineer Ser- 
vices eat 


tary Edueation ... 


* : | 
Services ... 


3 War Office: Salaries and | 
Miscellaneous Charges... | 3,308 10 9 | 
14. Non-etfective Charges for | | 


Officers, ete. —... — 


15 Non-etfective Charges for | 


Men, ete.... i cert a 
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1411 12 3) 


23,058 8 5! 


| Surpluses of | Deficiencies of Surpluses of 


Estimated Actual as Actual as 
over Actual compared with compared with 
Gross Estimated Estimated 

Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
2. 3. 4. 
os s 3 s. d.| L a. 


1,086,482 15 4 129,050 6 7 | — 


— 425 0 10 


250,294 11 1 _— 2,916 8 5 
4,661 5 5 3.0 ~0 mos 
10,664 15 2 = 736.15 8 


= ~ 38,237 8 3 
~ an 58,983 5 11 


— 08,404 3 6 — 


294.270 4 7 51,015 13 1 = 

3,429 ll 7 

-_ — 24,197 15 10 
— 180021: 


54,553 3 6 20,962 4 6 — 








3,184 10 1 2,656 14 7 
Pp 








Adjournment of 


{CGMMONS} 





the House. 


SCHEDU LE—continued. 





Gross Expenditure. 


Appropriations in Aid. 





| 
| 
3 ee 
= se | Excesses of 
> Army Services, 1899-1990. | Actual over 
= : | Estimated 
ss Votes. | Gross 
JZ | Expenditure. 
4“ 
| 
& 
16 Superannuation, Compen- eS a @, 
sation, and Compassion- 
ate Allowances ... 643 2 8 


Balances irreeoverable 757 18 5 


950,384 16 6 


Net Surplus, £683,676 8 8 Net Deficit, £131,874 5 5 


Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| rise for the purpose of moving the 
adjournment and, at the same time, 
making a suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the business of 
the House to-night. This resolution 
and the one which immediately follows 
on the Paper were discussed last night at 
considerable length. one of the conten- 
tions of my hon. friends being that there 
was no absolute necessity for the Govern- 
ment to bring them on then, as it was not 
proposed to take the Second Reading ot 
the Appropriation Bill until Thursday. 
The Government. however, persisted, 
and there was a long discussion. There 
is no disposition on the part of my hon. 
friends to repeat that long discussion 
to-night, and what I would suggest to the 
Government is that they should allow 
the Report of these two resolutions to 
stand over until Monday, and the House 
to adjourn immediately. on the under- 
standing, which [ have no hesitation in 
entering into, that when they come up 
on Monday there shall not be the slightest 
disposition on the part of my hon. friends | 
to prolong the discussion thereon. They 
may desire to take a division, but so far as 
discussion is concerned there will be no 
disposition to stand in the way of the 
Government getting the resolutions on 
Monday. Under these circumstances, | 
think it would be for the general con- 
venience of the House now, and for the 
convenience of the despatch of business 
next week, if the Government acceded | 


to the suggestion IT have made, and ae- | 
cepted the motion [ now move. 


Surpluses of | Deficiencies of Surpluses of 





Estimated Actual as Actual as 
over Actual jcompared with compared with 
Gross Estimated Estimated 

Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
2. 3% t 
gs é& a oS 2s a Ys ee 
—_ 91 6 2 


1,634,061 5 2 262,092 2 3 130,217 16 10 


£551,802 3 3 


* THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircnir, 
Croydon): I need searcely say that the 
Government have every desire to consult 
the convenience of the House, consistently 
with the due despatch of public business, 
and certainly there is no desire on the 
part of the Government to keep the House 
sitting to-night unnecessarily after the 
late sitting of last night. The hon. 
(rentleman makes the proposal that these 
two resolutions, instead of being taken 
to-night, with. perhaps, long discussion, 
shall be taken on Monday, when he gives 
the ordinary undertaking across the floor 
of the House that, so far as he and his 
friends are concerned, there will be no 
diseussion—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No 


tracted discussion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Although there may 
be a division. That would enable the 
Government to introduce the Appro- 
priation Bill on Monday, beyond which it 


pro- 


}is necessary it should not be delayed. 


The Government are prepared to accept 
the assurance of the hon. Gentleman, 
and on that understanding we will con- 
sent not to take these resolutions to-night. 


Report deferred till Monday next. 


Motion made, and Question, ** That 


| this House do now adjourn "’—{Mr. John 
| Redmond), put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty 
minutes hefore One of the 
clock till Monday next. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 12th August, 1901. 
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DILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) BILL. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


» LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL [u.3.]. 
Commons’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


AND NORTHERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


BELFAST COUNTIES 





LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [u.1.]. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


commencement «Jf «a Speech indicates revision 


Returned from the Commons agreed 


WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL 
BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [i1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


[ H.-L. ]. 


v 

= to, with Amendments. 

3 

© PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND 
3 SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL 
i [H.L. ]. 

x 

N 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. 


Read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred 
to the Examiners. (No. 192.) 
[FourTH SERIEs.] 


VOL. XCIX. 





{12 Aueust 1901} 


WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) BILL. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





LUNACY (SCOTLAND) ACT. 
| Forty-third Annual Report of the 
| General Board of Commissioners in 
‘Lunacy for Scotland. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Report of the Board of Education, 
1900-1901. 
1. Vol. I. The Report. 
2. Vol. Il. Appendix. 
3. Vol. ILI. Appendix. 
| QUEEN’S COLLEGE, GALWAY. 
Annual Report of the President for the 
Session 1900-1901. 


LUNACY (IRELAND). 
Fiftieth Report, with Appendices, of 
the Inspectors of Lunatics for the year 
ended 31st December, 1900. 


DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 
(ENGLAND). 
Sixty-third Annual Report of the 
Registrar General of Births, Deaths, and 
Marriages in England (1900). 


BIRTHS, 


¢ POST OFFICE. 
Forty-seventh Report of the Post- 
master General. 


CUSTOMS. 
Forty-fiftth Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Customs, for the year ended 
31st March, 1901. 


INLAND REVENUE. 
| Forty-fourth teport of the Commis- 
isioners of Inland Revenue, for the year 
j}ended 31st March, 1901. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 
Report of the Principal Chemist, 
sovernment Laboratory, upon the work 
of the Laboratory, for the year ended 
31st March, 1901; with appendices. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 
| General Report and Statistics for 
1900: Part II. Labour. General re- 
{port and statistics relating to persons 


Q 
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employed, and accidents at, mines and | 
quarries in the United Kingdom ; and, 


to the enforcement of the Mines and 
Quarries Acts. 


INDIA (RAILWAYS). 


Administration Report on the rail- 
ways in India, for the year 1900. 


Presented (by command), and ordered | 


to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Order in Council of 8th August, 1901, 
entitled the East Africa (Lands) Order in 
Council, 1901. 


FUGITIVE OFFENDERS ACT, 1881, AND 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Order in Council of 8th August, 1901, 

applying the Fugitive Offenders Act, 

1881, to certain South African Colonies 

and Protectorates. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC. 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THE SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour or BuRLEIGH): My Lords, 
the Bill which I ask your Lordships to 
read a second time to-day has for its 
object the continuance of the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act, 1896, the relative 
Scottish Act, and the Tithe Rent-charge 
Act, which was passed in 1899. The real 
point involved in this Bill is the pro- 
priety of renewing these Acts for a tur- 
ther limited period. The two Acts 
passed in 1896 were limited to a period 
of five years, but it was not then sup- 
posed, and there was not the slightest 
suggestion made, that the policy in- 
volved in those Acts should, after a 
period of five years had elapsed, be 
altogether dropped. The period of five 
years was fixed in the hope that the 
Royal Commission which was then 


appointed to consider the subject of local 
taxation might be able to report during 
that time, and also in order that a com- 
prehensive policy on the whole subject 


{LORDS} 
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of local taxation might be fully con- 
sidered. I see that some complaints 
have been made as to the length of time 
over which the Royal Commission, of 
which I had the honour to be chairman, 
extended its deliberations. I am sorry 
that disappointment has been caused in 
the matter, but I venture to say that, 
having regard to the intricacy of the 
questions referred to that Commission, 
|to the great mass of detail involved in 
the due consideration of them, and to the 
composition of the Commission, it is not 
at all surprising that a period of five 
years elapsed between the issue of the 
'Commission and its Report. The Com- 
mission was composed of fifteen gentle- 
men, of every one of whom it may be 
truly said that he had his time already 
very largely taken up. Many members 
of the Commission were salaried to_per- 
form other duties, which must, in the 
nature of things, have the first call 
‘upon their time; there was, in fact, 
hardly a single member who was not in 
the position of being paid to discharge 
other duties which made very great calls 
upon his time, and to which he was 
obliged to give precedence over the work 
of the Commission. But I can assure 
the House that no undue delay took 
place, and that we did our very best to 
expedite the preparation of the Report. 
Now, my Lords, so far as the majority 
of the Commissioners are concerned, we 
spoke with no uncertain voice as to the 
desirability of continuing the Rating Act. 
I will read three or four lines trom the 
Majority Report—- 


“Under existing circumstances, theretore, 
we see no alternative but for the present to 
provide for the deficiency arising trom the 
classification of agricultural land in the manner 
proposed, as tothe equity and propriety of 
which we are practically unanimous, by means 
of grants out of moneys provided by Parlia- 
ment.’ 


It is for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the continuance of the Acts, as 
recommended by the Commission, that 
this Bill has been introduced. The 
unanimity,of the Commissioners on this 
point goes further. Although not the 
whole of the Commission are in favour 
of the principle of the Agricultural Rates 
Act exactly as it stands, almost every 
member is agreed that the half-rating of 
agricultural land, not for a time, but per- 
manently, is a thing which is fair and 
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right so far as it affects the agricultural 
occupier. The whole matter is un- 


Agricultural Rates Act, 


doubtedly one around which a great | 


deal of controversy has raged. There 
has been an immense amount of party 
feeling invoked, and if I desired to make 
a controversial statement to-night, which 


I do not desire to do, I should say that | 


there had been in my opinion an amount 


of misrepresentation—almost malicious | 


misrepresentation—in regard to this 
subject which exceeds any I have pre- 
viously experienced. But, my Lords, 
I prefer to make a simple statement of 
the case as it appears to me in favour of 
the policy which is involved in this Bill. 

[ submit that the case for the Bill is, 
on its merits, absolutely overwhelming. 


[ suppose everyone now agrees that the | 


test of the fairness of any method of 
raising money for public 
whether by rating or by taxation, 
ought to be based mainly upon two 
considerations —(1) the ability of 
the person who is charged to pay, 
and (2) the benefit which he receives 
from the objects for which he is asked to 
pay. There are two very distinct ques- 
tions involved in this matter. There is, 
first, the question between owners of 
property which is now liable to rates, 
and those who enjoy property which is, 
generally speaking, not rated at all; and 
there is also the question between owners 
of rateable property inter se. I do not 
say it is so, but even if you start by 
assuming that it is fair that all the 
revenue now raised for local pur- 
poses should be raised exclusively 
from the occupiers of real property, 
then there comes the question 
between those occupiers whether the 
test which the law at present enacts as to 
their ability to pay is in itself a fair test. 
About this I venture to say there will be 
no controversy; as originally devised, 
the system of rating in England was 
intended to cast the burden on all classes 
of property. The theory which under- 
lav the well-known Act of Elizabeth, 
upon which the whole system of local 
rating was founded, seems to have been 
that the rates were an object towards 
which each member of the community 
should contribute according to his means. 
Attempts were made from time to time 
to give effect to that Act, but from 
various circumstances, which I cannot 


| 
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purposes, | 
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on this occasion go into in detail, but 


| which will be found fully stated 
}in the first Report of the Com- 
| mission, it became the custom only 


‘to levy the rates in respect of real or, 
as [ shall call it, immovable property in 
|a parish ; but that custom never had 


any sanction from Parliament nor 
‘from the law courts. It was, how- 
ever, found impossible in practice 


to carry out the law, and in 1840 an 
Act entitled the Poor Rate Exemption 
Act was passed, in the preamble of which 
certain words from the Act of Elizabeth 
were cited, and the enacting clause of 
which contained the following sentence— 





| “Tt shall not be lawful for the overseers of 
}any parish, township, or village to tax any 

inhabitant thereof in respect of his ability 
| derived from the profits of stock in trade or any 
| other property for and towards the reliet of the 
| poor.” 


| The effect ot this Act was to relieve trom 
liability to local rates all property other 
than the real or immovable property 
|situated in each parish. When first 
| passed this Act was only to remain 
in force for one year, but it got into the 
| Expiring Laws Continuance Act, and 
'there it has remained ever since. I 
|think few people will dispute that the 
| effect of this has been to cast a burden 
'which is unfair in proportion to what 
it really ought to bear on immovable 
property ; at any rate, I think I am safe 
in saying that it does not lie with those 
who were relieved, or the successors of 
those who were relieved in 1840, to com- 
plain of any such measure as the one now 
before the House. 

Let us go a step further. If it is 
assumed—and I think it will be generally 
agreed—that the ability of the individual 
to pay is one of the main foundations for 
establishing the justice of any tax, | 
think that the present method of testing 
the ability of each ratepayer to pay is 
almost ridiculous. It falls with excep- 
tional severity on two classes—the 
occupier of agricultural land and the 
owner of tithe rent-charge not separated 
from the benefice. The farmer has the 
misfortune to use in the course of his 
business a larger relative amount of real 
property than any other class of rate- 
payer, and if he is rated upon the full 
value of his holding he certainly pays 
upon a test of his ability which is entirely 


Q2 
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fallacious. I need not go into figures to | 
prove this to your Lordships. The | 


injustice on the clerical tithe-owner is 
as great, or perhaps even greater, as that 
on the occupier of agricultural land. | 
The value of the property of the clerical | 
tithe-owner is very easily ascertained, 


and it is valued, if I may use the expres- | |objection with which I am 


sion, up to the hilt, to an extent which | 
is not the case with any other class of 
property. Compare his position with 
that of a solicitor or a doctor, and you 
will find that the clergyman pays all the 
rates which the solicitor or the doctor 
would pay on the value of his residence, 
he pays all the Imperial taxes which 
the solicitor or the doctor would 
pay, and in_ addition he  pays| 
tor purely local purposes an income | 
tax of 2s. or 3s. in the £ on every pound | 
of his income. Even if he is a clergyman | 
of the Established Church, which some 
people would like to disestablish, he is, 
I venture to think, entitled to justice, 
and but for the Act passed in 1899, 
which placed him in the same position | 
as the occupier of agricultural land, he | 

vould be, in my humble opinion, getting a 
as scant measure of justice indeed. 


That really is the case, on its merits, for | 


the Bill, which I ask your Lordships to 
read a second time. 

Before I sit down I should like to 
glance at one or two of the objections 


{LORDS} 


which are frequently urged against 
the policy involved in the Bill. One of | 


the commonest objections is that the 
Agricultural Rates Act gives the least 


relief to the land which is least able to | 


bear the burden of rates. To a certain 
extent this is true; 
much smaller 
by those who urge the argument. It 
usually happens that the rate in the 
pound required to meet the local bur- 
dens in the least prosperous counties is, 
partly owing to the low valuation, 
greater than in those counties where 
the land is more productive ; in other 
words, the rural rates in the £ in the 
richer agricultural counties are much 
smaller than in the poorer ones. As a 
rule in the richer counties the rates do 
not amount to more than one half of 
the rates actually levied in the poorer 
parts of the eastern counties 
of England, and of some of the 
Welsh counties. If, therefore, the rates 


Lord Balfour tf ] 


some of 


Purl iy! ‘ 





but it is true to a | 
extent than is admitted | 


lin the £. 
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upon land which is valued at 10s. per 
acre amount to 4s. in the £, and those 
upon land valued at 20s. per acre only 
come to 2s. in the £, it is obvious that 
the relief afforded by the Agricultural 
Rates Act is a shilling per acre in 
each case; it is improbable that the 
dealing 
‘ean really be substantiated to anything 
‘like the extent which is sometimes 
supposed. There is another fallacy which 
is sometimes urged against this Act. It 
1is said—and this argument appears in 
'the report of two of my colleagues on 
the Local Taxation Commission (Sir 
Edward Hamilton, and Sir George 
Murray)—that the amount of the grants 
in certain counties and unions is unfair 
as compared with the population. That 
is, if I may venture to say so with all 
respect to the distinguished gentlemen 
who signed the Report, a statistical 
fallacy. No proper test of the equity 
of these grants can be got by taking the 
‘population, because the method of dis- 
tribution has nothing to do with the in- 
habitants generally. The purpose of the 
Act was to redress the inequality which 
'clearly existed between the agricultural 
and non-agricultural ratepayer, and to 
draw such a conclusion or make such 
a comparison as | have indicated is 
obviously erroneous. The case of Old- 
ham and Rutland has been frequently 
|quoted, but the county borough of 
Oldhamcontains an infinitesimal quantity 
‘of agricultural land. Therefore, if you 
/compare the amount which the county of 
Rutland gets, and the population of that 
‘county with the amount which Oldham 
gets and the population of that borough, 
you can, of course, make out a certain 
/case against the Act, but one which 
proceeds upon an entirely fallacious 
| basis. 
| Then it is urged that there is an 
‘injustice between town and country, 
‘and this is attempted to be proved by 
' comparing the gross amount of rates 
levied in town and country respectively. 
The average country rate is said to be 
3d. in the £, and the average rate in 
the towns and cities to be 6s., 7s., or 8s. 
But there are two fallacies in- 
volved in that comparison. The first 
is taking the average rate. It is no 


| 


‘consolation to the ratepayer in a poor 


agricultural district, paying 4s. in the £, 











£04 


> per 
those 
only 
that 
tural 
e in 
the 
ling 
hing 
imes 
hich 

It 
Ss in 
; on 
(Sir 
orge 
ants 
ifair 
Chat 
» all 
men 
tical 
uity 
the 
dis- 
- in- 
the 
hich 
ural 
1 to 
uch 
| is 
JId- 
ntly 

of 
tity 
you 
v of 
hat 
lam 
igh, 
rain 
lich 
ous 


an 
try, 
by 
ites 
ely. 
be 
>in 


Ss. 


in- 
irst 
no 
oor 


a £, 











405 Agricultural Rates Act, 


and there are such cases, to be told that | 
the average agricultural rate is only | local taxation to be undertaken. 


2s, 3d. in the £. Then again, the rates | 
levied in the towns and cities include | 
a great many services which are rendered | 
by the municipality to the inhabitants— | 
services which are not and cannot be | 
rendered in agricultural districts. Several | 
towns and cities were referred to in| 
the debate in another place. I will only 
take one of them—Sheffield. The rates 
in Sheffield are 7s. 10d. in the £, but only | 
ls. 6$d. of that sum is raised by the 
guardians, while no less than 4s. is 
raised for sanitary purposes, and other | 
beneficial services. What is true of 
Sheffield is true of the county boroughs 
generally. Of the rural rate of 2s. 7d. 
or 2s. 8d. in the £, which I believe to be 
nearer the truth than the average of 
2s. 3d. referred to, at least 1s. 9d. is | 
raised to meet charges for poor relief, 
asylums, main roads, and police. There- 
fore, to make a comparison between the 
town and country rates it is necessary | 
to analyse the gross amounts, and to 
eliminate in each case those rates which 
are not applied to the onerous services. | 
The same fallacy was stated in another 
form by no less distinguished a person 
than Sir Henry Fowler. I should be the 
last person to accuse Sir Henry Fowler | 
of intentionally misrepresenting any 
case which he puts forward—I know 
him to be absolutely incapable of doing 
such a thing—but the figures which he | 
quoted involve in another form pre- 
cisely the same fallacy which I think | 
[I have exposed. He said that the 
agricultural ratepayer paid 24 millions 
on a rateable value of 24 millions ; while 
the other ratepayers in the country 
paid 374 millions on a rateable value | 
of 151 millions. But in the second 
case there are included heavy charges 
for beneficial expenditure, such as streets, 
sewerage, and lighting. Out of the 
274 millions said by Sir Henry Fowler 
to be paid by the urban ratepayer no 
less than £10,000,000 were for these 
services alone, and there is also expendi- 
ture on such matters as libraries, parks, 
baths, and removal of refuse, which 
must be subtracted from the total, but the 
precise amount of the sums spent on these 
things is not easily ascertainable. I hope 
that the period for which these Acts are 
now to be extended will be long enough 


| 
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to enable a comprehensive reform of 
But [ 
know well—perhaps I may say, without 
conceit, that few people know better, 
after the work I have been engaged in 
during the last five years—that the task 
will be by no means an easy one. The 
questions involved are full of debatable 
points; but it is most desirable in 


'the public interest that such a reform 
|should be undertaken, and I only wish 


that it were possible to approach it with 


‘less manifestation of party spirit than 


is displayed in these matters. I beg 


to move. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24¢— 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, it is 
my duty to follow the noble Lord, but 
I shall be brief. I congratulate my 
noble friend on the able manner in which 
he has presided over one of the most 
important Commissions that has ever 
sat, on one of the most difficult subjects 
which it is possible to bring forward, 
and [ think the country owes him a 
debt of gratitude for the ability and 
assiduity which he has displayed. | 
will explain shortly the grounds on 
which we on this side of the House are 
opposed to the Bill. We have opposed 
it because we think it is of a partial 
character, that it partially applies to 
one section of the country and not to 
another. I understood the noble Lord 
to say that that is not the case, but | 
venture to think that there are in the 
boroughs many ratepayers who consider 
that the taxation upon them is as hard 
and oppressive in its incidence as in the 
case of the agricultural ratepayers. 
Again, the measure applies unequally 
to agricultural ratepayers ; and I venture 
to say, notwithstanding what the noble 
Lord has said, that too much relief is 


given to the rich and that too little is 


given tothe poor. This view is supported 
by Captain Pretyman, who speaks with 
considerable authority on matters of 
this kind, and who gave evidence before 
the Commission on Local Taxation. 
Captain Pretyman was asked— 

* Would you propose that the application of 
that principle should be further extended, and 
that, in the event of its being decided that that 
is the most convenient way of remedying your 
grievance, land should be rated, not at one- 
\ half, but at a lower proportion still ?” 
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And he replied 


“No, I cannot say that I think it is entirely 
satisfactory, because the land which is _ best 
able to bear the burden gets the most relief, and 
the land which is least able to bear the burden 
gets the least relief. That is inseparable from 
that form of relief, and that is one of the reasons, 
I suppose, why it was made only temporary.” 





I shall not go over the various Reports» 
but I believe everybody is agreed that 
it is most desirable that a comprehensive 
system of local taxation should be intro- 
duced in a new form. During the past 
sixty years great changes have taken 
place in this country with regard to 
property. There has been an enormous 
accumulation of personal moveable pro- 
perty, and in that way it seems hard on 
those who have 
immovable property that the great 
burden of taxation should be put upon 
them. In all the Reports—and the 
noble Lord’s Commission has not escaped 
without a considerable number of 
Minority Reports—there is a reeommend- 
ation. which I was glad to notice, that the 
question as to agricultural land being 
rated at a different figure from other 
property should be considered. I would 
specially commend to the consideration 
of your Lordships the report by Sir E. 
Hamilton and Sir G. Murray, in which 
they recommend— 

“ That the aggregate grant should be directly 
allocated among the various local authorities 
entrusted with the expenditure on a scheme 
such as we have propounded, paying dus regard 
to the news of each district and to its ability 
to meet them, and uniformly applied to urban 
and rural districts alike.” 


And then they recommend— 


“That the occupiers of agricultural land 
should be assessed by local authorities at half its 
value for onerous rates, but for onerous rates 
only.” 


We ought to attach great importance to 
these recommendations, for they are con- 
tained in a most remarkable Report, 
issuing as it does from two eminent 
financiers. I hope your Lordships will 
note that, though they say that, with 
regard to onerous rates, agricultural 
land should be rated at half its value, 
they combine that with a general review 
and general alteration of rates both in 
urban and rural districts. That is a 
point on which we think the greatest 
stress ought to be laid. What is really 
wanted is a comprehensive general 


Earl Spencer. 
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measure for putting the whole rates of 
the country on a satisfactory and lasting 
footing. These temporary measures are 
not, we think, to be justified. I do not 
see that the agricultural industry has 
any more right to separate treatment 
than the woollen, the cotton, or he iron 
trades, but what I do say is that where 
it is shown that the incidence of taxation 
falls unfairly on agricultural land it 
should be reminded. I sincerely trust 
that the noble Lord, than whom no one 
is more qualified to deal with the subject, 
will be able in the four years to introduce 
a great measure such as I have suggested. 
I wish the period had been somewhat 
shorter, as then, perhaps, more pressure 
could be brought to bear on the Govern- 
ment of the day to deal with this im- 
portant subject. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Five of the clock, till 
to-morrow, at a quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 12th August, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
King’s consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 
RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
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cITyY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL; Leeds Corporation (General Powers) 


[Lords]. : : 
As amended, considered; to be read a on ge eee Te 
the third time. [Lords] ; : y 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill 
WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS [Lords] : without amendment. 
BILL [Lords]. (Nor AMENDED.) 


Considered ; to be read the third time. | 


Ee NS. 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | PETITIONS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) | alias 
(RE-COMMITTED) BILL [Lords]. CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
7 amended, considered ; read the! Petitions for alteration of law, from 
third time, and passed, with Amend- pynston and Metheringham ; Knuz- 


ments. den ; and Lincoln ; to lie upon the Table. 


PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER ; ? " 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 


{Unprr THE Private LecisLation ProcepurE aa a Ane, (ee 


(ScotLanp) Act, 1899.] 
Read a second time; to be considered 
to-morrow. 


Petitions for alteration, from Cotton 
Spinners and Cotton Manufacturers of 
Lancashire ; and Flax Spinners and Linen 
Manufacturers of Ireland; to lie upon 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL (STANDING iio Table 

ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- | ; ' 

PLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Report from one of the Examiners of | aa CHILDRESS BILL. 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the Petitions in favour, from Rother- 
case of the following Bill, referred on the hithe ; and South Norwood ; to lie upon 
First Reading thereof, the Standing the Table. 

Orders which are applicable thereto have 

been complied with, viz. :— 'SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order pearl AND ROYAL DECLARATION 


‘ ; 
sale hats Petition from Tewkesbury against ; 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 0 lie upon the Table. 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. | 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Pier | 
and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Bill, the Standing Orders be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now read a second | 30ARD OF EDUCATION. 


time.— (Mr. Geruld Balfour.) | ; 
; : | Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
Bill accordingly read a second time. —_ of Education, 1900-1901. Vol. I. The 
Ordered, That the Sanding Orders be | Report [by Command]; to lie upon the 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read | able. 
the third time.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
of Education, 1900-1901. Vol. IL. 


| 
Bill accordingly read the third time, | Appendix [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
and passed. D. , 
| Table. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Board 


. Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
MESS/ FROM THE LORDS. ¢ : 
spree loupe ang of Education, 1900-1901. Vol. JIL. 


Water Por Bill TE cake ac — [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
: i | Lable. 


That they have agreed to Amend- 


ments to— FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


| 

| 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) | Copy presented, of Order in Council 
Bill [Lords] ; | 


|of &th August, 1901, entitled the East 














41] Teturns, 


Africa (Lands) Order in Council, 1901 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FUGITIVE OFFENDERS ACT, _ 1881, 
AND FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 
1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
8th August, 1901, applying the Fugitive 
Offenders Act, 1881, to certain South 
African Colonies and Protectorates [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND 


(ENGLAND). 
Copy presented, of Sixty-third Annual 
Report of the Registrar General, 1900 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGES 


LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1900-1901. 

return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 9th August ; Mr. Grant Law- 
son] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 328.] 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented of General Report 
and Statistics for the year 1900 ; Part II., 
Labour ; General Report and Statistics 
relating to persons employed and acci- 
dents at Mines and Quarries in the 
United Kingdom, and to the enforee- 
ment of the Mines and Quarries Acts 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS 


SITTINGS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 6th August; Mr. Jesse Col- 
lings| ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 329.] 


AND 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Forty-third Annual 
Report of the General Board of Com- 
missioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
principal Chemist upon the work of the 
Government Laboratory for the year 
ended 31st March, 1901, with Appendices 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


INLAND REVENUE. 


Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report 
of the Commissioners for the year ended 
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| 31st March, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 


Copy presented, of Return showing 
(1) the Aggregate Gross Liabilities of 
| the State as represented by the Nominal 
Funded Debt, Estimated Capital Value of 
Terminable Annuities, Unfunded Debt, 
and other Liabilities in respect of Debt, 
the Estimated Assets, and the Exchequer 
Balances at the close of each financial 
year from 1835-6 to 1900-1901, both 
inclusive ; and (2) the Gross and Net 
Expenditure charged annually during 
that period against the Public Revenue 
on account of the National Debt, and 
‘other payments connected with Capital 
Liabilities (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper [C. 350] of Session 1900) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE. 
Copy presented, of Forty-seventh 
Report of the Postmaster General 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CUSTOMS. 

Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Report 
_of the Commissioners of Customs for 
'the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ENGLISH, SCOTCH, AND IRISH LOANS 
WRITTEN OFF. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 9th August ; Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 330.] 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS). 
Copy presented, of Administration 
Report on the Railways in India for the 
year 1900, by F. R. Upcott, Esquire, 
C.S.L, Secretary to the Government of 
India, Public Works Department, Rail- 
ways [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


LUNACY (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Fiftieth Report, 
with Appendices, of Inspectors of Luna- 
tics (Ireland) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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413 Returns, 
QUEEN’S COLLEGE (GALWAY). 
Copy presented, of Report of the Presi- 
dent for the Session 1900-1901 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 


OFFICIALS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 14th March ; Mr. Wyndham] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 331.] 


LOCAL 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered Ist July ; Mr. Patrick O'Brien] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 332.] 


COUNTY COURT VALUERS (IRELAND ) 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered Ist August; Mr. Jordan]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 3a 3.] 


RAILWAY AND HARBOUR 
GUARANTEES (KERRY). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August; Mr. Thomas 


0’Donnell] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 334.] 


ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 5th August ; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 335.] 


COLONIAL IMPORT DUTIES, 1901. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 9th August ; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
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PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Lancaster).—Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 8th August, 1898 ; Mr. 
Grant Lawson] ; to be printed. [No. 337.] 

2. Inquiry into Charities (Adminis- 
trative County of Durham).—Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th 
February, 1900; Mr. Grant Lawson] ; 
to be printed. [No. 338.] 

3. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Montgomery).—Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900 ; 
Mr. Grant Lawson] ; to be printed. [No. 
339. ] 

4. Charitable Endowments (London). 
—Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August,1894 ; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson] ; to be printed. [No. 340.] 



































ADJOURNMENT MOTIONS UNDER 
STANDING ORDER No. 17. 

Return ordered, ‘‘ of Motions for Ad- 
journment under Standing Order No. 
17, showing the date of such Motion, 
the name of the Member proposing, 
the definite matter of urgent public 
importance, and the result of any division 
taken thereon during Session LI. of 1900 
and the Session of 1901 (in the same 
form as, and in continuation of, Parlia- 
mentary Paper No. 329, of Session I. 
of 1900).”"—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


CLOSURE OF DEBATE (STANDING 
ORDER No. 25). 

Return ordered, ‘* respecting applica- 
tion of Standing Order No. 25 (Closure 
of Debate) during Session I]. of 1900 
and the Session of 1901, under the fol- 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 330, of Session I. of 1900).”—(Mr. 


Caldwell.) 
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DIVISIONS OF THE HOUSE. 

Return ordered, ‘‘ of the number of 
Divisions of the House in Session II. of 
1900 and in the Session of 1901 ; 
the subject of the Division, 
number of Members in the majority and 
minority, Tellers included; also, the 
aggregate number in the House on each 
Division ; distinguishing the Divisions | 
on Public Business from Private ; and 
also the number of Divisions before and | 
after midnight (in continuation of Par- 


I. of 1900).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Return ordered, ‘‘ of the number of 
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Committee; also the total number of 
Members who served on Select Com- 
mittees (in continuation of Parliamentary 


; stating | Paper No. 0.214, of Session I. of 1900). , 
and the| —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 
Return ordered, ‘‘ of the number of 


| days on which the House sat in Session 
II. of 1900 and in the Session of 1901, 


| stating for each day the date of the month 


liamentary Paper No. 0.207 of Session | and day of the week, the hour of the 


meeting, and the hour of adjournment ; 


/and the total number of hours occupied 
‘in the Sittings of the House, and the 


Public Bills, distinguishing Government | 
/and the number of entries in each day’s 


from other Bills, introduced into this 
House, or brought from the House of | 
Lords, during the Session II. of 1900 and | 
during the Session of 1901 ; 


showing the | 


number which received the Royal Assent; | 


the number which were passed by this 


House, but not by the House of Lords ; | 


the number passed by the House of | 
Lords, but not by this House; and | 
distinguishing the stages at w hich such | 
Bills as did not receive the Royal Assent | 
were dropped or postponed and rejected | 


in either House of Parliament (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 0.215, of Session I. of 1900).”—(Mr. | 


Caldwell.) 


PUBLIC PETITIONS. 


Return ordered, 
Public Petitions presented and printed 
in Session II. of 1900 and in the Session 
of 1901; with the total number of | 
signatures in that year (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper No. 0.216, of | 
Session I. of 1900).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Return ordered, ‘ of the number of 
Select Committees appointed in 
Session of 1901, including the Standing 
Committees and the Court of Referees ; 
the subjects of inquiry ; the names of the 
Members appointed to serve on each, and 
of the Chairman of each ; the number of 
days each Committee met, and the number 
of days each Member attended ; the total 
expense of the attendance of witnesses at 


each Select Committee, and the name of | 
the Member who moved for such Select | Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for 


| 


average time ; and showing the number 
of hours on which the House sat each day, 
and the number of hours after midnight ; 


Votes and Proceedings (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper No. 0.217, of 
Session I. of 1900).”—(Mr. Caldiell.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (DAYS 
OCCUPIED BY GOVERNMENT AND 
BY PRIVATE MEMBERS). 

Return ordered, ‘* showing, with re- 


| ference to Session I]. of 1900 and the 
Session of 1901, (1) the number of 
Sittings on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
| Fridays at which Government Business 
had precedence ; (2) the number of 
| Sittings on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 


| Fridays at which Private Members had 


| precedence ; (3) 


“of the number of | 


| 


| of Sittings at which 
| ness 


the | 





the number of other 
Sittings at which, in accordance with the 
Standing Orders of the House, Govern- 
ment Business had precedence ; (4) the 
number of Sittings at which Government 
| Business had precedence under a special 
| Order of the House ; (5) the number of 
Saturday Sittings ; (6) the total number 
Government Busi- 
had precedence; (7) the total 
number of days on which the House sat ; 
(8) the total number of Motions for 
Adjournment of the House on a matter 
of urgent public importance ; and (9) 
the number of days on which Business 
of Supply was considered (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper No. 331, 
of Session I. of 1900).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PRIVATE BILLS AND PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 
Return ordered, ‘“ of the number of 
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confirming Provisional Orders intro-{ during the sittings of the Committee 
duced into the House of Commons and | (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
brought from the House of Lords, and No, 0.213, of Session I. of 1900).”— 
of Acts passed in the Session of 1901, (Mr. Caldwell.) 
classed according to the following sub-, 
jects :— Railways; Tramways; Tram-| CIVIL SERVANTS (RETIREMENT AT 
roads ; Subways; Canals and Naviga- | THE AGE OF SIXTY-FIVE). 
tions ; Roads and Bridges ; Water ; Gas ; Copy ordered, “of Treasury Minute, 
Gas and Water ; Improvement ; Police | dated the 9th day of August, 1901, 
and Sanitary Regulations ; Corporations, stating the circumstances under which 
etc. (not relating to Police and Sanitary | certain Civil Servants have been retained 
Regulations) ; Ports, Piers, Harbours. | jn the Service after they have attained 
and Docks ; Churches, Chapels; and the age of 65, and of the Return therein 
Burying Grounds ; Markets and Fairs ; referred to.” —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Inclosure and Drainage; Estate; Divorce; 
Naturalisation ; and Miscellaneous. —S= 

“ Of all the Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, QUESTIONS. 
and Bills for confirming Provisional es Sia 


Orders which in the Session of 1901 have 
: 5 aot os SOUTH AFRICA—TRANSVAAL MINING 
been reported on by Committees on CONTRACTS AND. LEASES. 


Opposed Private Bills or by Committees | ot a 

nominated partly by the House and) Mz. ng gee ee a  eenspe 
partly by the Committee of Selection, | District) : eg to ask the Secretary 
together with the names of the selected of State for the Colonies, having regard 


Members who served on each Committee ;|t the fact that a proclamation was 
the first and also the last dav of the issued on or about the 4th July by Lord 


sitting of each Committee ; the number Kitchener, _as Administrator of the 
of days on which each Committee sat: /Tansvaal Colony, declaring in substance 
the number of davs on which each that where parties possessed of mineral 
selected Member has served : the number Tights in the Transvaal under contracts 
of days occupied by each Bill in Com- | °T leases made before the outbreak of the 
mittee ; the Bills the Preambles of which Wat have been prevented from fulfilling 
were reported to have been proved ; the their obligations under such contracts or 
Bills the Preambles of which were re- leases owing to the state of war, such 
ported to have been not proved; and, Patties shall be released from their obli- 
in the case of Bills for confirming Pro- tions under such contracts or leases 
visional Orders, whether the Provisional | {rom the outbreak of war until a date 


Orders ought or ought not to be con- to be fixed; whether he will lay the 
firmed. proclamation upon the Table of the 


“ Of all Private Bills and Bills for con- | 2°us¢ 
firming Provisional Orders which, inthe! Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Session of 1900, have been referred by THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
the Committee of Selection, or by the| Birmingham, W.): The proclamation 
General Committee on Railway and Canal | shall be laid. 
Bills, to the Chairman of the Committee | 


of Ways and Means, together with the EXECUTIONS OF REBELS—COM. 
names of the Members who served on pypsoRy ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. 


each Committee ; the number of days A ‘ ‘ . 
on which each Committee sat ; and the a. as oagrteigpeeragik ane 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Financial 


number of days on which each ] “sata magn 
ays on which each Member Secretary to the War Office if he can 


geen now state whether inhabitants of Middel- 

“ And, of the number of Private Bills) burg and Cradock were compelled by 
Hybrid Bills, and Bills for confirming the military authorities to attend at the 
Provisional Orders withdrawn or not! promulgation of the death sentences 
proceeded with by the parties, those upon Marais and Coetze, respectively ; 
Bills being specified which have been | whether leading residents of the same 
referred to Committees and dropped towns were compelled to witness the 
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execution of these two men; whether | scripts seized in transmission through 
the orders enforcing attendance on these | the post, or to compensate him for the 
occasions were addressed to any residents | loss of his literary work as a journalist 
of British blood in these towns; and | not at the seat of war and not holding a 


Questions. Questions. 


whether any, and, if so, what penalties 
were theatened for disobedience to the 
above orders. 


THE WAR OFFICE (Lord 


Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 


STANLEY, 


| military licence. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I will inquire into 


| this matter. 
*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Was not 


[ have no!the noble Lord a press censor ? 


information at present on these subjects, | 


but T hope it will very shortly arrive. 


LORD KITCHENER’S DESPATCHES. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): May I ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
why copies of the despatches from Lord 
Kitchener as to the conduct of the war, 
which have appeared in the newspapers 
as parliamentary Papers, have not been 
distributed among Members, and are 
still unobtainable at the Vote Office ? 


*Lorp STANLEY: I do not know, 
but I have asked for information on the 
subject. I hope to let the right hon. 
Baronet know in the course of the 
evening. 
CENSORSHIP—FREEMAN’S JOURNAL 

CORRESPONDENT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he is aware that 
the letters and articles sent by Mr. J. J. 
Comerford, as correspondent of the 
Freeman's Journal in South Africa, 
posted weekly at Cradock during Feb- 
ruary and March, 1900, with two 
exceptions, were never received ; and 
that, on Mr. Comerford making com- 
plaint to the Chief Military Press Censor 


in Pretoria of the seizure of his letters | 


and articles, Major Sawyer was directed 
to. investigate the matter, but on _ his 
making inquiries at Cradock he was 
suddenly transferred to another station, 


and no further step in the investigation | 


was taken; and, having regard to the 
fact that Mr. Comerford has addressed 


repeatedly letters to the Chief Military 
Press Censor on this matter, and has | 
received no reply, whether any, and if so 
what steps will be taken to restore to this | 
gentleman the photographs and manu- 





_*Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. 
| 
GERMAN MADE FIELD GUNS. 

Mason EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can say how many of the 108 field guns 
purchased from the Rheinische Metal 
Waarenfabrik have been issued, how 
| many remain in store, and how many of 
'those issued have broken down ; and 
having regard to the fact that such 
breakdowns have occurred during ordi- 
nary field battery drill, when guns and 
limbers were subjected to no such strain 
as would be thrown upon them on active 
| service, whether any conditions and tests 
_as to the quality of the material supplied, 
such as are invariably imposed on manu- 
facturers at home, were imposed on the 
|German company; and whether guns 
'of identical pattern made by the same 
firm are in use in the German or any 
other Continental army. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Of the eighteen 
batteries bought, fifteen are in the hands 
‘ot the troops. No guns have broken 
down ; defects have been found in the 
carriages, but have been put right. One 
brigade division has completed its annual 
practice at Imaal with perfectly satis- 
‘factory results. The batteries were 
under inspection during manufacture. 
It is believed that guns of this pattern 
are under trial by several European 
| Powers, but none have yet decided to 
adopt them. 


UNDER AGE RECRUITS—CASE OF 
HENRY MELLON. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dur- 
dee) : On behalf of the Member for North 
Aberdeen, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, with reference to the case 
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of the boy Henry Mellon, who was 
accepted as a recruit for the Royal High- 
landers when only fifteen years of age, 
and who after being kept almost con- 
tinually marching in South Africa was 
found asleep from physical exhaustion 
when on duty, if he can state who was 
the officer responsible for his acceptance, 
and if any reprimand has been made for 
the enlistment of a lad nearly three 
years under the regulation enlistment 
age of eighteen ; whether the Govern- 
ment are aware that boys of fourteen, 
fifteen, and sixteen years of age are 
induced to leave their parents and to 
enlist by recruiting sergeants who desire 
to secure the Government bounty irre- 
spective of the real age of the lad ; and, 
in the interests of recruiting and of the 
parents and the lads concerned, and to 
prevent danger to military efficiency 
from immature lads being enlisted as 
men, whether the Government will intro- 
duce a check to such a system of recruit- 
ing. May I at the same time ask if 
arrangements can be made to let this boy 
visit his parents for a few days before 
being again sent to South Africa. 

*Lorp STANLEY: I know nothing 


as to that. In answer to the question 
on the Paper, I have to say that this 


{12 Aueust 1901} 


soldier gave his age on enlistment as | 


eighteen years three months, and as he 
was 5 feet 4} inches in height and nearly 
34 inches across the chest, no one could 
possibly be blamed for accepting his 
statement. Further, no application (as 
far as I can ascertain) for his discharge 
as under age has ever been made. I am 
not aware of any such action as alleged 
against recruiting sergeants in the last 
paragraph. 


ARMY SERVICE CORPS—WAR 
REWARDS. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether it is pro- 
posed to reward by a step in rank or 
otherwise the warrant and non-com- 
missioned officers of the Army Service 
Corps who have gained distinction in the 
war and received special mention in 
despatches. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir, as far as 


pe ssible. 


he is aware that William M‘Gowan. a man 
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RETIRED ARMY MEDICAL OFFICERS’ 
TITLES. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office if he will consider the advis- 
ability of abolishing the compound titles 
of retired Army medical ofticers. 


*Lorp STANLEY: This question has 
been very carefully considered, and it 
was not held advisable to abolish the 
compound titles except in the case of 
retired officers who were recalled or 
re-employed. 


CIVIL SURGEONS WITH THE ARMY. 

Dr. THOMPSON: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
if civil surgeons now serving with His 
Majesty’s Army in Great Britain and 
Ireland are entitled to an increase of 
salary after three years service, and also 
to a gratuity of £100 on completion of 
their engagement. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. They are 
not so entitled, but the question of the 
increase of salary is receiving considera- 
tion. 


VOLUNTEER CAMP GRANTS. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 


Spalding) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, having regard to 
the order issued by the War Office which 
makes it compulsory for every individual 
volunteer to attend camp for a week at 


| least every two years, and to the loss this 


will entail on the poorer section of the 
Volunteer force, he will consider the 
advisability of granting an increase of 
pay to these men. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
is evidently unaware that public 
grants to Volunteer corps take the form 
of capitation grants to the corps and not 
of pay to the individual man. In order 
to cover the extra cost of the longer 
attendance in camp the capitation grants 
were this year increased. : 


DESTITUTE VETERANS—CASE 
WILLIAM M‘GOWAN, 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War whether 


OF 
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upwards of seventy years of age, who 
served for twenty-five years in the 31st 
Regiment, and was in the Crimean cam- 
paign, and the campaigns in North China 
in 1860 and in South China in 1863, and 
is the holder of three medals, is now with- | 
out a pension or any gratuity whatever 
from the War Office, and is at present an 
inmate of the workhouse, Ballyshannon, 
county Donegal ; and will the authorities 
of the War Office take any, and, if so, 
what steps to rescue this man, having | 
regard to his long service, from desti- | 
tution. | 


Lorv STANLEY: Theffacts are as'| 
stated in the question. The hon. Mem- 
ber is, however, evidently unaware that 
this man was discharged with ignominy 
for drunkenness and absence, thus for- | 
feiting all claim to pension, and that he | 
had been previously tried eleven times 
by court-martial for similar offences and 
had eighty-seven entries in the regimental | 
defaulters’ book. His medals which had | 
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State for India whether he can say how 
long the last Report of the Visitors of the 
Cooper’s Hill College has been presented 
to his department ; whether he will pre- 
sent it to Parliament this session ; and, 
if not, whether he will make sufficient 
communication to the House as to the 
recommendations in that Report to 
enable the subject to be adequately de- 
bated upon the Indian Budget. ~ 


THe SECRETARY or STATE for 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Report of the Board of 
Visitors was received on the 12th July, 
and the instructions to be issued upon 
the points with which it deals are now 
under consideration. The Report jis 
engthy, and its purport is not such as 
admits of a condensed communication 
to the House as the hon. Gentleman 


| Suggests, 


MOUNTED INFANTRY FOR INDIA. 
Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 





been conferred were forfeited owing to his | Holmfirth): I beg to ask the Secretary 
bad conduct. His claim to a pension has | of State for India whether he will state 
been considered by the Chelsea Commis- | what is the amount estimated for cost 
sioners, but was rejected owing to the | of buildings and other initial outlay to be 
incurred in respect of the new scheme 
i es Y _ | for mounted infantry regiments in India ; 
_ Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Then how is | and what is the consequent anticipated 
it the man was allowed to serve twenty- }annual addition to Indian military 
five years and was awarded three medals ?| expenditure; are any of the British 
| troops while stationed in India to be 
‘included under this system of special 
| training ; what portion of this mounted 
infantry will be liable to be called upon 
t Te : : |for service outside of India; and what 
in addition to experiments with black, | proportion of the cost of this addition 
trial has been made of grey paints of the | to the military forces of the Empire will 
French, United States, or German shades | pe porne by the British Treasury. 


as ¢¢ "Ss i C i 
as colours for adoption for the Fleet. | *Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Govern. 
tut SECRETARY to tHz ADMI-|ment of India has estimated that 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast,| the cost of accommodation for the 
W.): Yes; experiments are being made | mounted infantry will be Rs. 11,75,400, 
such as those indicated by the hon.|and that the further outlay will be 
Member, and ships are being—or are |initial Rs. 4,28,337 and " recurring 
about to be—painted grey, and black and| Rs. 4,91,088. The mounted infantry 
grey, with the view of ascertaining what | will be taken from both British and 
is the best colour for service in time of | Native troops, and all might be liable 
war. | for service outside India under the same 
conditions as the rest of the Indian Army. 
No proportion of the cost will be borne 
by the British Treasury. 


circumstances of his discharge. 


COLOURS FOR BATTLESHIPS. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Paint them 
khaki. 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. IMMIGRANTS IN AUSTRALIA. 
Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.,; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 'E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for the Colonies if he can state the nature | for Foreign Affairs whether a date has 
or form of the educational test proposed | been fixed for the hearing of the appeal 
to be put in force by the Australian |in the case of Mr. Blunt’s servants at 
Parliament in reference toimmigrants. | Cairo, and whether in the meantime the 
prisoners will be released on bail. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
information beyond that which has} *Viscounr CRANBORNE: His 
appeared in the press as to the nature | Majesty’s Acting Agent and Consul 
or form of the educational test, if any, | General at Cairo telegraphed on the 6th 
which the Commonwealth Government | instant that the hearing of the appeal 
propose to introduce into the law affecting | had been postponed for a week at the 
immigration to Australia. request of the counsel for the defendants. 
His Majesty's Government have no 
information to enable them to answer 


THIBETAN MISSION TO RUSSIA. ; ; 
the second part of the question. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he can| AFRICAN BIG GAME PRESERVES. 
now give the House any information, Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
concerning the composition, the aims, ask the Under Secretary of State for 
and the results of the recent so-called Foreign Affairs whether the Foreign 
Thibetan Embassy to His Majesty the Office has received any representation 
Emperor of Russia. |from Sir H. Johnston in reference to 
' the tract of country in the neighbourhood 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF | of Mount Elgin in which he found 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- quantities of large game ; and whether 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): His any steps will be taken to preserve this 
Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Petersburg region as a national park, with a view 
has reported that the Thibetan Mission to preventing the extinction of the 
consisted of two envoys, with their suite. larger wild animals native to Africa. 
The principal member of the Mission 
was the Llama Akban Dorgiew, who, *Viscounr CRANBORNE: (1) The 
had brought a complimentary letter from | representation made by Sir H. Johnston 
the Dalai Llama to the Emperor of Russia. | on this subject will be found at page 12 of 
His Excellency was assured by Count his report laid before Parliament in 
Lamsdorff that the Mission had no / Africa, No. 7, 1901. (2) Very large 
political or diplomatic character. |regions have already been set apart as 
reserves in East Africa and Uganda in 
CHINA—TERMS OF SETTLEMENT. pursuance of the conclusions of the 
International Convention for the Pre- 
Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the’ servation of Animals in Africa. The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | question of enlarging or altering these 
Affairs if His Majesty's Minister at Peking | reserves depends on local considerations. 
notified the representatives of the other 
Powers that he was unable to sign the | 





VACCIN ATION—CONSCIENTIOUS 


protocol embodying the terms of settle- OBJECTORS. 
ment ; and, if so, whether he can state | s Meat 
the reasons for this action. | Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 


shire, Rugby) : I beg to ask the Secretary 

*ViscountT CRANBORNE: The final | of State for the Home Department 
form of the protocol is still under discus-| whether he is aware that William 
sion by a Committee of the Peking Con- | Venables, of Thornton Hough, was 
ference ; it is hoped that an agreement | granted an exemption from vaccination 
will be arrived at shortly. as a conscientious objector by the Birken- 
| head county magistrates for his first 

: ee ee a child in June, 1899, and that he was 
CARS Se ere ene. refused exemption by the same court in 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): July, 1901, for another child, then 

I hog to ask the Under Secretary of State | under four months old; and whether 
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there is any way in which he can obtain 
exemption for this child also. 


Questions, 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RitcHieE, Croydon): The facts are as 
stated. It appears that in the second 
case the applicant failed to satisfy the 
justices of his conscientious belief that 
vaccination would be prejudicial to the 
health of the child in question. It is 
open to him to apply to any other 
justice for a certificate of exemption 
until the child attains the age of four 
months. 


BOLTON LICENSING APPEAL. 
Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 


attention has been called to an appeal, | 


heard at the quarter sessions for Bolton 
held on the 12th ultimo, by the licensee 
of the Standard Arms beerhouse in that 
borough against a conviction for selling 
drink to a drunken person ; whether he 
is aware that the publican was represented 
by counsel before the appellate tribunal. 
but that the police who laid and furnished 


the informationa gainst the house failed | 
to instruct counsel to represent the | 
prosecution on the appeal, and that | 


the Deputy Recorder stated that, in 


arriving at a decision, he had had the | 


assistance of the other occupants of the 
bench, who were two borough justices, 
and of the clerk ; and whether, in view 
of Section 158 (1) of the Municipal 


Corporations Act, 1882, he will take | 
steps to secure a due observance of the | 


law by the justices of Bolton. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: Inquiry is_ being 
made into this matter, but on the facts 
before me I find no ground for action 
on my part. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING SERVICE 


COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg! 


to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
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‘in a position to make any definite 
| announcement with regard to the ap- 
| pointment of a Committee. 


Questions. 


| FENNY COMPTON SHUNTING 
FATALITY. 
| Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 


|the President of the Board of Trade 
| whether his attention has been called 
| to the death of George William Cherry, 
|a porter on the Great Western Railway, 
| who was killed at Fenny Compton on 
Thursday, 1st August, while shunting 
| with a tow rope; and seeing that this 
oo might have been prevented if 
| there had been a second set of points, 
| whether he will state what steps he 
| proposes to take to prevent similar acci- 
‘dents at this station in future. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
ordered an inquiry into the circumstances 
attending this accident. 


THE “PRIMROSE HILL.” 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
owners of the “ Primrose Hill” have re- 
‘turned to the parents of the twelve 
apprentices who were drowned in that 
vessel the premiums which were paid by 
'them; and whether he can take any 
steps to secure some compensation for 
the families of the officers and men who 
‘also lost their lives in the ‘ Primrose 


Hill.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 
|I am glad to say that the owners of the 
|** Primrose Hill” have informed me that 
‘all the premiums paid for apprentices 
|on that vessel were returned some time 
‘ago. The question of compensation 
‘for the families of the officers and men 
| who also lost their lives is not one in re- 
| spect of which I have any power to inter- 
fore. 


| Mr. 
| power. 


WILLIAM REDMOND: ‘Take 


if he can state anything in reference to | 


the proposed Committee on the Merchant 
Shipping Service. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLtp BALFotr, 


Leeds, Central): No, Sir. I am not yet 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS RETURN. 
| Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
| (Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley): I beg to 
‘ask the President of the Board of Trade 


| if his attention has been called to the fact 
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that the latest annual return of railway 
accidents shows an increase of forty-seven 
killed and 116 injured as compared with 
the previous year; and can he state 
what steps are being taken by the Board 
of Trade regulations towards the reduc- 
tion of accidents on railways. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
figures given by my hon. friend relate 
to the increase in the total number of 
railway servants (including servants of 
contractors) killed and injured on rail- 
ways and railway premises not only in 
the course of the movement of traffic 
but from all causes. The rules already 
drafted by the Board of Trade under the 
Act of last year I hope may help to bring 
about some reduction in the number of 
accidents occurring in the course of the 
movement of traffic. The objections to 
these proposed rules which have been 
filed by the railway companies are under 
the consideration of Lord James of 
Hereford and two officials of the Board 
of Trade. The Board will use every 
endeavour to make the draft rules effec- 
tive as soon as circumstances will allow. 


In reply to a supplementary question 
by Sir Fortescue Flannery, Mr. GERALD 
BALFOUR said it was better that the rail- 
way companies should agree to the rules 
than that they should be made the 
subject of appeals to the Railway Com- 
mission. 


AUTOMATIC RAILWAY COUPLINGS. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that there is 
an automatic coupler which can be 
affixed on the spot to a train of loaded 
waggons about to start on its journey, 
which coupler at once substitutes auto- 
matic connection for manual; and 
whether he can state what steps are being 
taken by the Board of Trade to en- 
courage railway companies towards the 
a usual adoption of automatic coup- 
ings. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been directed to several forms of 
coupler, automatic and non-automatic, 
which are said to be readily applicable 
to existing rolling-stock. The question 
of the introduction of a suitable coupler 


VOL. XCIX. 
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is receiving the attention of leading rail- 
way companies, and experiments are 
being made. I cannot at present make 
any statement as to the action which 
may be taken by the Board of Trade if 
the companies fail to select a suitable 
coupler, but I can assure my hon. friend 
that I shall carefully watch the progress 
of events. 


MULLER’S ORPHANAGE, BRISTOL. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the recent death 
of Lilian Mabel Filer, aged nine years, 
in the charity barrack school, known as 
Muller’s Orphanage, at Bristol, who had 
died in that institution from cardiac 
failure without theattendance of adoctor; 
whether he can state the number of 
children in that asylum, and the death 
rate for the last ten years; and, having 
regard to the number of children living 
together without a properly qualified 
doctor on the premises, can he state what 
steps he proposes to take to induce the 
authorities to take better care of the 
children committed to the care of the 
orphanage. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): I have seen a news- 
paper report of the inquest in the case 
referred to in the question. I have no 
information as to the number of children 
in the orphanage or as to the death rate 
there. The institution is in no way 
under my control, and I have no autho- 
rity to interfere with regard to it. 


POST OFFICES AS SERVANTS’ 
REGISTRIES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether in consequence of the 
increasing scarcity of servants, par- 
ticularly farm hands, in Great Britain, 
he has any objection to a list being kept 
at country post offices of servants wanted 
in the neighbourhood, the expense being 
met by a fee of one penny to be paid by 
those whose applications are placed in 
the book to be provided at the country 
post offices. 


R 
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THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUsTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General does not think it desirable 
to add the business of keeping a registry 
office for servants to the other functions 
of the post office. ae 


Questions. 








REDIRECTION OF TELEGRAMS} 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: jI,beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that halfpenny 
circulars are redirected free of charge, | 
but telegrams on which 6d. and Is. are | 
paid are charged 1d. for redirection ; 
and whether he will abolish this charge 
on telegrams redirected through the 
post. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
answer to the first part of the question 
is in the affirmative. There is, however, 
a clear distinction between the two cases 
described by the hon. Member; and 
the Postmaster General is not prepared 
te abolish the charge which is made for 
postage when a telegram is converted 
into a letter and an entirely fresh service 
has to be performed. 





TELEGRAPHIC CHARGE ANOMALIES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg, 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can explain why in telegrams 
Westgate-on-Sea is charged as one word, 
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and is, therefore, charged as one word. 
In the case of Birchington the words 
“ on-Sea ” are not necessary, and if any- 
one puts them in a telegram he must pay 
for them. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : Cannot 
you lay down a rule that the names 
of all places in the United Kingdom shall 
be charged as one word, and so save all 
these petty annoyances ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not prepared to alter the rule, of 
which I think my hon. friend knows 
the purport. 


CARMARTHENSHIRE POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he has 
received a petition, signed by a number 
of inhabitants of the districts of Brechfa, 
Tirelai, and Llwyncelyn, in the county of 
Carmarthen, in favour of a daily delivery 
of letters in those districts ; whether 
inquiries have been made and the question 
considered by the Postmaster General ; 
and, if so, whether he will state the result 
of the inquiries and the reasons for the 
decision arrived at. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General has received the 
petition referred to by the hon. Member, 
and he has given careful consideration 


but Birchington-on-Sea as three words. |to the question of affording a daily 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
name of the second place mentioned by 
the hon. Member is “ Birchington,” 
and if the words “ on-Sea ” are added in 
any case they are charged for because 
they are superfluous. 





delivery of letters in the districts men- 
tioned, which are now served twice a 


week. Inquiry shows, however, that 
the cost of the existing service is so high 


in proportion to the correspondence, 


which is extremely small, that the 
Postmaster General would not be justified 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: May I|in sanctioning additional expense for 


ask why Camden Town is charged as one| the purpose of providing a more fre- 


word and Woodford Green as two ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
informed my hon. friend of the reason 
for that about a week ago. 


In answer to a question put by Mr. 
James LowTHeER (Kent, Thanet)— 


Mr. AUSTEN 





quent delivery. 


THURSO AND BETTYHILL MAILS. 
Mr. LEVESON-GOWER (Sutherland- 


shire) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, 
master General, whether he can state 
CHAMBERLAIN : | the terms of the contract for the carriage 
Westgate-on-Sea is the proper address, ! of mails from Thurso to Bettyhill, how 
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long it has been in existence ; 
there is any loss to the Department, 
why new tenders are not invited. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
contract for the mail car service between 
Thurso and Bettyhill provides for the 


conveyance of mails once daily in each | 


direction. The present contract has 
been in existence since the beginning 
of last year, and, as it is satisfactory, it 
is not considered advisable to invite 
new tenders. 


Mr. LEVESON-GOWER: Has there | 
been any loss to the Department ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 


I think so, but the difficulty is in getting | 


amore satisfactory arrangement. 


TELEGRAPHISTS’ PAY. 

Sir FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone) : 
I beg to ask theSecretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
having regard to the fact that on 31st 
July, 1900, the Central Committee of 
the Postal Telegraph Clerks’ Association 
forwarded a petition to the Postmaster 
General asking that clerks with five 
years service should receive 28s. per 
week in the provinces and 30s. per week 


in London, and that in May, 1901, the | 


Committee appealed for an answer. 
whether an answer can now be given. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
stated in a recent answer given upon this 
subject, the question respecting the pay 
of telegraphists with five years service, 
having been already settled in accordance 
with the recommendations of Lord 
Tweedmouth’s Committee, is not  re- 
garded as open to discussion ; and the 
Postmaster General informed a deputa- 


tion from the Postal Telegraph Clerks’ | 
Association, which he received in July, | © 


1901, to that effect. 


] {LECTORAL “DISABILITIES—SOLDIERS 


*ON SERVICE. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
in view of the 
continuance of hostilities in South 
Africa, whether] the Electoral Disabilities 
(Military Service) Removal Act, 1900 
(63 Vic., c. 8), will extend to the registra- 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
| Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs) : 
| Yes, Sir. 


| 
| FOOTBALL IN EDINBURGH STREETS. 


| Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether his attention 
has been called to the cases of David 
Craig, Albert Burns, James Burns, John 
Campbell, Peter M‘Donald, and George 
Speakman, boys of seventeen to ten years 
be’ age, who pleaded guilty to having 
| | played football to the annoyance of the 
_lieges in Wardrope’s Court, Edinburgh, 
and were sentenced by Bailie Murray, 
who presided, James Burns to three days 
in the cells, and the others to receive 
each five stripes with the birch rod ; anc 
whether he will inquire into these cases, 


Questions, 





THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A, 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The hon. 
Member’s information is not quite accu- 
rate. The boys in question were charged 
with behaving in a disorderly manner, as 
well as with playing football in the street, 
and pleaded guilty to both charges. The 
offence of disorderly conduct is one which 
involvesthe punishment of imprisonment. 
James Burns, the eldest of the boys, being 
seventeen years of age, was sentenced 
to pay a fine of 5s. or suffer three days 
imprisonment. The other boys, all of 
‘whom were, in the opinion _ of 

the magistrate, under fourteen years 
of age, were sentenced to be 
whipped in lieu of imprisonment. 
The magistrate has power to pass such 
/sentence both at common law and 
under Section 348 of the Edinburgh 
Municipal and Police Act of 1879. I 
may add that numerous complaints had 


| been received from neighbouring resi- 
‘dents regarding the behaviour of these 


boys, and they have all been previously 
cautioned by the police for similar con- 
duct to that charged ; while some of them 
have been convicted of other offences. 
Under these circumstances the sentences 
were legal, and, in my opinion, very 
proper. 


LISCANNOR (CLARE) HARBOUR. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will con- 
of asking 


sider the 


Rh2 


the advisability 
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Government to provide a special grant | 


for the purpose of improving the harbour 
at Liscannor, county Clare, in view of the 
fact that there is a considerable industry 
in Liscannor in stone quarries, which is 
hampered owing to the state of the 
harbour. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I cannot 
undertake to approach the Treasury for a 
special grant for the purpose of improving 
Liscannor harbour; but should the 
Government be placed in funds hereafter 
for the carrying out of works of such 
magnitude, the claims of that harbour 
will receive every consideration. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the esti- 
mate for improvement of this harbour 
amounts to nearly £13,000, and in view 
of the great interests involved will he 
consider if he cannot help the local 
bodies in some way ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM : The estimate before 
me amounts to £13,000. Unfortunately 
we have no money at our disposal. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No, you 


want it all for the war. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
Lord Roberts. 


for 


And 


KILKENNY MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the New Ross Petty Sessions District 
is largely made up of a portion of county 
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tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that £12,000 was promised by the Trea- 
sury under certain conditions to assist in 
the re-equipment of the Portumna 
| Railway, and that this line cost £98,000 
/to construct ; and seeing that the resi- 
dents along the main portions of this 
'derelict line have no railway accom- 
modation within twenty miles, will he 
reconsider the position with a view to 
re-establish means of railway communi- 
cation in this district. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can only refer 
the hon. Member to my replies to the 
several questions which he has already 
addressed to me on this subject. To 
these replies I have nothing to add. 


Mr. ROCHE was understood to ask if 
nothing could be done, although the line 
cost £98,000. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had already 


answered the question several times. 


IRISH CENSUS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will explain why a portion 
of the taskwork in connection with the 
Irish Census is being done on this occasion 
by boy writers indoor, paid at 4d. an 
hour, instead of being given out to duly 
appointed taskworkers who had to pass 
a Civil Service examination specially for 
the position, and the remuneration for 
whom has been sanctioned by the Trea- 
sury. 


Kilkenny, and whether the Lord Chan- | 


cellor will consider the advisability of 
appointing at least one 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I have no know- 
ledge of the fact stated in the first part of 
the question, and in reply to the second 
part I can only say that the Lieutenant 
of the county and the Lord Chancellor 
are always prepared to consider the names 
of any suitable gentleman recommended 


for appointment to the commission of 
the peace. 


PORTUMNA RAILWAY. 
Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


Nationalist | 
magistrate resident in county Kilkenny. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been found 
that certain classes of work which in 
1891 were performed by taskworkers 
could be efficiently done on the present 
' oceasion by boy copyists at a considerable 
saving of expense. 


| Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
'wnief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
| of Ireland if he is aware that a temporary 
'female clerk on the Census has been 
| appointed to a superintendentship of one 

of the sections of the Census Department 
to fill a vacancy caused by the resignation 
|of Dr. Falkiner, who is also superinten- 
| dent of statistics in the General Register 

Office ; and seeing that five superinten- 
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Register Office, can he explain why a 
member on the present staff of that 
department was not appointed to the 
yacant post, and why a young girl should 
be placed in charge of a staff of male 
clerks. 


by a female clerk. The section has been 
placed under the general direction of 
one of the other male superintendents, 
and a female clerk has been appointed 
to assist him in this section, which con- 
sists mainly of boys. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman see that in future these 
appointments are given to senior officers, 
and not as in this case to a young lady 
of one and a half years’ service. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe the 
arrangements made are ample for the 
work to be done. No doubt should the 
work develop proper arrangements will 


be made. 
Mr. NANNETTI: But is it the in- 
tention of the department to appoint 


ladies in future over the heads of male 
workers ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
that is the intention at all. 


WHITE ESTATE, BANTRY. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : | 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that an order was made on 11th 
June by Judge Ross for the valuation | 
of the White estate, near Bantry, with | 
a view to its sale to the tenants under | 
the 40th section of the Land Purchase | 
Act, 1896; can he say whether the | 
valuers have since visited the holdings ; | 
and seeing that this estate was in the | 
Encumbered Estates Court for several | 
years, will he have the sale expedited. | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspection of | 
this estate has not yet been carried out, | 
but no unnecessary delay will take place | 
in undertaking this duty. I will bring 
the hon. Member’s suggestion under the | 
notice of the Land Commissioners. | 
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dentships on Census have hitherto been | 
held by senior officials in the General | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The vacant post | 
of superintendent has not been filled | 


ito have reached the hon. Member. 
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UNITED IRISH LEAGUE MEETING 
AT RHODE. 

Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that on 
Sunday, 28th July last, an attempted 
meeting in support of the United Irish 
League at Rhode, in King’s County, was 
ordered to disperse by Sergeant O'Dea, 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, without 
any legal cause or warrant ; and whether, 
in Ireland, it is within the discretion of 


Quest ‘ous. 


‘any local police sergeant to determine, 


without having received any official 
instructions, whether a public meeting 
shall or shall not be held. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An exaggerated 
report of the incident referred to appears 
The 
sergeant did not disperse the meeting, 
or attempt to do so. A small crowd as- 
sembled near the post office to the ob- 
struction of persons passing to and from 
that building. The sergeant requested 


‘the individual who was addressing the 


crowd to move to the other side of the 
street ; he did so at once, and continued 
to address the people without inter- 
ference. 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE: Is it not 
the case that where this alleged obstruc- 
tion took place there are not two dozen 
houses, which are scattered at intervals, 


‘and that the crossway is very broad ? 
Was not the interference of the police 
| sergeant totally uncalled for ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the police 
sergeant did a reasonable thing in a 


/reasonable way. 


LOUTH LAND COURT APPEALS. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if appeals against 
Land Court decisions in the county of 
Louth can be arranged for hearing in 
Drogheda or Dundalk instead of in 
Dublin, thereby saving additions in the 
expenses to the parties interested. 


Mr WYNDHAM: This is a matter 
for determination by the Land Com- 
missioners, who I have no doubt will 
consult the convenience of all the parties 
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so far as possible. I willybring the hon. 
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ness, and in 1898 he was depressed ip 


Member’s suggestion under the notice of classification for inefficiency. The lo 
85 | y ca, 


the Commissioners. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN MILL- 
STREET (CORK) UNION. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government Board are aware of the 
proceedings at the last inquiry respecting 
labourers’ cottages and additional half- 
acre plots in the Knocknagree division 
(Millstreet Union), county Cork, and 
whether he can state why the applica- 
tions by two labourers on the Arch- 
deacon Bland property for additional 
plots were rejected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The taking of 
these two additional allotments was 
opposed by the occupier of the lands on 
the ground of the unsuitability of the 
applicants. One was the former tenant 
ot the lands from which he was evicted 
for non-payment of rent, and is on his 
own admission hostile to the occupier. 
The latter also averred that the other 
applicant and his friends prevented 
labourers from working for him. For 
these reasons the taking of the addi- 
tional allotments was not recommended 
by the inspector. 


Mr. FLYNN: Then does the right 
hon. Gentleman lay it down as a prin- 
ciple that refusal to work for a man is a 
good ground for denying an applicant the 
benefit of this Act ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot enter 
into the merits of the case. I think the 
inspector acted properly on the evidence 
before him. 


IRISH SCHOOL TEACHER’S SALARY. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Commissioners of 
National Education will say what is the 
cause of the delay in the payment of the 
salary due to the principal teacher of 
Roll No. 7138, District No. 52. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The career of this 
teacher has been most unsatisfactory. 
He was reprimanded in 1896 for drunken- 


manager was unable to certify that the 
rules of the Commissioners had been 
‘complied with, or that the character of 
the teacher was satisfactory in the last 
quarterly return. Payment of his salary 
| has, therefore, been suspended pending 
an investigation by the inspector. 
Bad 
SIR JOHN CARDEN’S GAME COVER?s. 
Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
is aware that for several hours of two 
days of last January Mr. Henry Bruen, 
resident magistrate, Mr. R. J. Carden, 
J.P., Mr. George Ryan, J.P., and some 
Militia officers blocked the public road 
leading from Templemore to Borriso- 
leigh by discharging fowling-pieces at 
| pheasants, and thereby prevented many 
persons in charge of horses from passing ; 
and, seeing that this is a common practice 
of these gentlemen during a part of the 
shooting season each year, will he take 
measures to prevent a recurrence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is true that the 
‘several gentlemen named stood for a 
' period of about ten minutes on two 
separate occasions in January last on 
that portion of the public road which 
runs through one of the coverts in Sir 
John Carden’s demesne. It is not true; 
_ however, that any person was prevented 
‘from passing. The circumstances have 
been greatly exaggerated, but, even com- 
paratively harmless as they were, it is to 
be regretted that Mr. Bruen was con- 
cerned in them. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it not 
illegal to fire a gun on the public road, 
and do the Government intend to take 
any notice of the conduct of this resident 
magistrate, who in all cases concerning 
law and order is not only expected to 
preserve the peace, but also to set a good 
example ? 


. Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think the 
hon. Gentleman heard me say that this 
road, although a public one, ran through 
a private covert. Certainly, some notice 
ought to be taken of what occurred, andl 
consider I have taken notice of it by 


the reply I have given. 
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Mr. ROCHE asked whether firing | FERMANAGH ELECTORAL DIVISIONS. 
was not actually prohibited within thirty | & Mr: M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
yards of public roadways. | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

| Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 

Mr. WYNDHAM said he had not! the Fermanagh County Council employed 
looked up the law on that point, but was|the Tory election agent for county 
perfectly aware that no one was allowed| Fermanagh to draw up a scheme to 
to fire a gun in a public road. But in| change the county electoral divisions 
this case the road ran through a private | and electoral districts; has any other 
covert, and in similar circumstances he| county council in Ireland taken any 
was not certain that he had not done| steps to change the county or district 
exactly the same thing himself. The | electoral divisions as fixed by the Local 
practice, though, was a reprehensible | Government Board; and what steps do 
one, especially for anybody concerned | the Local Government Board intend 
with the administration of the law. | to take in this matter. 

Mr. sae remarked that it seemed | ie WYNDIEAM 1 have co iadeome: 
no one could fire in the public road unless | ti is Mica eee af tie sti 
he was a resident magistrate. b oaitilian age dt crated gegen 

| The proposal to hold an inquiry into the 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | inequalities of the present electoral system 
Or an Orangeman who can fire in the | was adopted by the county council on 
public road or anywhere else he likes. | the recommendation of a Committee of 

: if that body; the details of the scheme 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! | were worked out by the secretary and 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): Is the| two of the principal officers of the council. 
tight hon. Gentleman aware that this| So far the Board has not received other 
very resident magistrate has fined | Schemes of a similar nature. In answer 
farmers for a like offence ? | to the third inquiry, I would refer to my 

ss meee an ‘reply to the question put to me on 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Satan re-| Thursday last by the hon. Member for 


‘ i | 
proving sin ! 
} 





| South Fermanagh.t 


| 
SKIBBEREEN LAND COMMISSION— | : “IN r S COUNTY 
MAJOR CRONSDALE. | a COUNTY 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co.,/ Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg 
8.): [T beg to ask the Chief Secretary | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland) Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
whether he is aware that a Major Crons- | aware that on the 12th July last a num- 
dale has recently acted as Land Com-| her of Orangemen from Gortaherron, 
missioner in Skibbereen, and can he} county Antrim, fired a number of shots 
state how many farms were personally | into the house of a Roman Catholic 
inspected by him on the occasion, and in| named Mr. Andrew M‘Mullen, of Tam- 
how many of these cases was he present | Joght ; whether the police have prose- 
at the hearing of the evidence in Court. | cuted any of these Orangemen for their 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe the fact | @¢tion ; and whether any steps will be 
is as stated in the first part of the ques- | taken to prevent similar proceedings in 
tion. In the absence, however, of Major | this district in future. especially as they 
Cronsdale, who is at present on leave of | have hitherto been of annual occurrence. 
absence, I am unable to replv te the 
remainder of the question. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No shots were 
fired into the house of Mr. M‘Mullen, 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory):| as alleged. He reported to the police 
Is it not the fact that this gentleman’s/that a bullet struck his house on the 
only qualification is that he is a Militia | date mentioned, but a careful examina- 
major, and that he knows nothing about | tion made at the time by the police failed 
farming ? to satisfy them that this was so. It is 





[No answer was returned. ] it See page 73. 
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the fact, however, that during the night | 
of the 11th July a number of shots were 
fired from the Nationalist quarter in the 
direction of the Orange quarter, and | 
vice versa, but no similar occurrence in 
the district came to the knowledge of 
the police in former years. This locality | 
has received and will continue to receive 
the special attention of the police. 


Questions. 


CAPPAWHITE EVICTIONS. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that, 
on the 28th June last, Thomas Franklin, 
of Cluanganhue, Cappawhite, county 
Tipperary, was evicted from his house 
by Mrs. Valentine Ryan ; that no notice 
to provide accommodation for said 
Thomas Franklin was served on the 
relieving officer of the district, and that 
the guardians of the Tipperary board 
are cognisant of the fact; and can he 
state whether they have taken steps to 
proceed against Mrs. Ryan for disregard- 
ing the statute in such case provided, 
and will he inquire into this case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
the guardians are taking steps to 
proceed against the landlord for her 
alleged failure to serve a notice in this 
ease. The matter calls for no interven- 
tion on the part of the Government. 


RABIES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I neg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can state how 
many cases of rabies occurred in Ireland 
since January, 1901, to present date, | 
whether those cases were authenticated | 
by qualified veterinary surgeons, or | 
whether they were reported upon by | 
members of the constabulary force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Two cases of rabies 
occurred in Ireland since January last, | 
one in February and the other in April. | 
They were notified by the constabulary, | 
and the existence of rabies in each case | 
was authenticated by qualified veterinary | 
surgeons, and by independent exami-| 
nation conducted by the Department of 
Agriculture. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 


And is the occurrence of two cases a 


j 
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sufficient justification for boycotting 
all dogs, even sporting dogs ? 


DISPUTE BETWEEN SCHOOL LOCAL 
MANAGER AND TEACHER. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what de- 


| cision has the Board of National Edueca- 


tion come to on the inquiry held on the 


| 15th of March last in School No. 7245, 


District 46, has the decision been made 
known to the teacher, and have the 
representations which called for this 
inquiry been verified before the head 
inspector who presided. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No final decision 
has been arrived at in respect to this 
inquiry. Correspondence is still proceed- 
ing in reference to the unsatisfactory 
relations between the local manager 
and teacher. 


BELFAST VALUATION{ LISTS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can explain why 
in the new valuation lists for the city 
of Belfast there appears a_ primary 
valuation of £1,000 for the city burial 
grounds, seeing that the provisions of 
Section 194 of the Public Health Act, 
1878, prohibit any increase of burial 
grounds after acquisition of same. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An appeal has 
been lodged in this case, and I am pre- 
cluded, therefore, from making any 


| statement in the matter. 


Mr. FIELD: If the law is correctly 
stated in my question, why need the 
revaluation be made ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared 
to discuss the validity of the valuation, 
since an appeal has been lodged, and will 
be heard in due course. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
English Local Government Board has at 
its disposal a yearly grant of funds for the 





445 


pur 
gatl 
Gov 
any 
recc 
Loe: 
on 

Boa 


vide 
rese 
Loe: 
Tar 
Cou 
the 

sup) 
rep 
pars 
alre 
nou 
the 

are 

Loc 


wit] 


See: 
Trel 
excl 
last 
har 
of s 
boat 


whe 
ing 
to 1 
dee] 


80 a 


frie 
Tra 
asce 
res] 
this 
Pul 
hol 
the 


har 


to ; 


Lier 











444 
otting 


ICAL 


S.): I 
to the 
it de- 
‘duca- 
om the 
7245, 
made 
e the 
’ this 
head 


cision 
> this 
oceed- 
ictory 
nager 


Chiet 
nt of 
why 
> city 
mary 
burial 
ns of 
Act, 


purial 


has 
1 pre- 
any 


rectly 
1 the 


pared 
ation, 
d will 


\RD. 

Chief 
it of 
t the 
as at 
yr the 








445 Questions. 


purpose of promoting scientific investi- 
gation ; and, seeing that the Irish Local 
Government Board has not at its disposal 
any sum for a similar purpose, would he 


recommend the placing of the Irish | 


Local Government Board in this respect 


on the same footing as the similar | 


Board in England. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The grant pro- 
vided for the purpose of scientific 
research in the Vote for the English 
Local Government Board was inherited, 
] am informed, in 1871 from the Privy 
Council Department. The results of 
the researches have been published in a 
supplement to the Board’s Annual 
reports. The suggestion in the second 
paragraph will be considered. I have 


already stated that the present pro- | 


nouncements of Dr. Koch in regard to 
the transmission of bovine tuberculosis 
are engaging the attention of the Irish 
Local Government Board in conjunction 
with the Department of Agriculture. 


KINVARA HARBOUR. 

Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that an 
excursion steamer was obliged on Sunday 
last to lie outside the bar of Kinvara 
harbour on account of the accumulation 
of sand and mud ; and seeing that small 
boats are occasionally empleyed to carry 
in passengers and goods from vessels, 
whether he will hold the promised 
inquiry, and compel the collector of tolls 
to make the necessary improvements by 
deepening the entrance of the harbour 
so as to enable vessels to enter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My right hon’ 
friend the President of the Board of 


Trade has stated that so far as he could | 


ascertain, there was no harbour authority 
responsible for the 
this harbour. The 
Public Works have no jurisdiction to 
hold an inquiry with a view to compel 
the collector of tolls to improve the 
harbour. 


ARDMORE ABBEY CHURCH. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether his 
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Commissioners of | 
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| attention has been called to the condition 
|of the old Abbey Church, Ardmore, 
/county Waterford ; whether he is aware 
'that a beautiful arch in the chancel is 
in a critical* condition ; and whether he 
will see that immediate steps are taken 
to preserve this arch and other portions 
of the abbey from destruction. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 
“not previously been drawn to the con- 
dition of these ruins. But I have re- 
ferred the matter to the Board of Works, 
whose inspector will make an inspection 
‘of the ruins at an early date. 


| 
CROWN OFFICIALS ON 
JURIES. 
Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
/in accordance with departmental regu- 
lations for paid officials of the Crown to 
;act on grand juries whose only business 
‘now is confined to the finding of bills in 
criminal cases ; whether he is aware that 
| Mr. George Knight, clerk of the Crown 
| and peace for county Meath, acted as 
‘such for the county Monaghan at the 
| spring and summer assizes of this year ; 
\and whether on the occasions referred 
ito he had permission from the Lord 
'Chaneellor to be absent from the dis- 
‘charge of his public duties. 


IRISH GRAND 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no regula- 
|tion, departmental or otherwise, pro- 
hibiting a paid official of the Crown from 
serving on a grand jury. The assize 
at Monaghan were held some days after 
the Meath assizes, and no public in- 
| convenience was caused by Mr. Knight's 
absence from Meath. The answer to 
the third paragraph is in the negative ; 
'no such permission is requisite. 





HAULING DOWN THE UNION JACK. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
'S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
| whether it is true that on Tuesday last, 
lin the Carlingford Lough, delegates from 
‘the Irish Nationalist Foresters, betore 
proceeding on board the steamship 
|“ Pilot,”’ demanded that the Union Jack 
‘should be hauled down, and it was 
‘hauled down amid the cheers of the 
| delegates. 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is the} and that he receives no boot money, 


right hon. Gentleman aware that the| whether under the circumstances an 
Union Jack was hauled down at Malta | increase of pay, which is at present 9s. 6d. 
yesterday, and, if so, what action does he | | per week, will be granted. 


propose to take f ' | Me. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No report of this | Since his appointment as rural auxiliary 


incident has reached me. If it is correctly | 


reported, the conduct of those in charge | a ig 
ar é ay é é 
of the vessel was not only disloyal, but fare ter a day. Originally his four and 


a quarter hours of duty included an 
pusillanimous and contemptible. The  tuleeieal ob ane Wek end forty minutes, 
Government will not take any steps, as | during which he remained at the end of 
the matter is one entirely for the owners | his wealic. By the extension of the de- 
of the vessel. livery the interval has now been re- 
| duced to less than half an hour; but 

as he has been paid all along at the full 
| | rate for four and a quarter hours work, 
'the Postmaster General regrets that no 
BAILIEBOROUGH (CAVAN) RURAL | increase in his wages would be justified. 


hours of duty have been four and a 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is there | 


no answer to my question ? 


POSTMEN’S PAY. | He is not entitled to boot allowance. 
Mr. CREAN : I beg to ask the anes 
tary to the Treasury, as representing | INNISKEEN POSTMASTERSHIP. 


Dice 8 nen ct > a] is | ™ 
zo Seed ore nner oe Mr. DALY (Monaghan, §.) : I beg to 
attention has been drawn to the fact that | 4. the Secretary to the helen, Me 


rural postmen of the established class representing the Postmaster General, 


serving at Bailieborough, county Cavan, | _ whether he will order an inquiry into the 
were paid ona scale commencing at 13s., dismissal of a man named Fitzpatrick, 
rising g by — ona sam of Is. to Lis. | who was postmaster at Inniskeen, county 
per week ; and seeing that vacancies now Monaghan, by an inspector named Lock- 
occurring are being filled up by men put | ington, whisen Cicthee las wow got the 
ona fixed pay of 15s. a week, whether he | | post office ; whether it is the practice for 
can state the reason for this reduction. ‘officials éf tha Past Ollice to be sent 
Qe itd Aryy. i ou | locali 
7 . . ocalities where their relations reside, as 
N Ss’ an Wl ’ * “~ - ry ? 
“i : a — ge phen AIN : on in the case of this inspector, by which the 
wn oa ae s.—17s. a week is an aa | late postmaster at Inniskeen has lost his 
ete one. The proper wages for estab- | position; whether he can state who 
nr" rural postmen at esac selected the present postmaster, and if 
— “0 ak a or vnc di ap he | anyone else in the locality had the oppor- 
. sg Teele -e. 9eceor oe . . 7 ace 
4 . sates a i Red according 60 he! tunity of applying for the position or of 
ae wen knowing that it was vacant before the 
workmen of the Post Office went to re- 
CASTLE COVE RURAL POSTMAN’S PAY. | move the telegraph wires from the old 
= ' ; | office ; and whether he can state if the 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to ask : ones ‘ 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre-| Present postmaster at Inniskeen applied 
‘ ‘Tele / y] as > as re- | = e .. “a ° 
ser ae “tied Pre" | for the post ; and, if so, who informed him 
senting the Postmaster General, whether ak Sin seeihi ties inena. ae Sten tebe 
. ; ; 1c: : sit yas Vacé as the k 
he is aware that Cornelius O'Shea, rural a i ee ae l 
auxiliary postman between Cahirdaniel | postmaster did not know of his dismissa 
rim oe rhe ; until the workmen came to remove the 
and Castle Cove, county Kerry, has re- : 
A Prag . | telegraph wires. 
ceived no increase of pay since April, 
1897, although, through the extension} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
of the house-to-house delivery, his work | decision respecting the Inniskeen office 
1 4 1 . . 
has been increased to the extent of one} was not arrived at without due con- 
and a half hours daily ; and, seeing that | sideration; and it is not in the Post- 


this postman involve four and a_ half 
hours of practically continuous walking, 


reopen the matter. When it is necessary 
to institute such an investigation the 


the daily duties, Sundays excepted, i master General’s opinion necessary to 
| 


|in January, 1898, Cornelius O’Shea’s 
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officer whose normal duty it is is sent 
irrespective of the question whether his 
relatives reside in the neighbourhood or 
not. The officer who conducted the 
inquiry in the present instance was at 
the time acting as postmaster at the Dun- 
dalk office, to which the Inniskeen office 
is subordinate, and it was part of his 
ordinary duty to conduct it. As already 
stated in reply to the hon. Member's 
question of the Ist instant, the person at 
present acting as sub-postmaster at Innis- 
keen is merely acting temporarily, and 
no appointment has as yet been made. 
The officer who made the inquiry is not 
responsible for his selection ; and before 
an appointment is made the qualifica- 
tions of all the candidates will be carefully 
considered. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is it 
proper for an official to give a postmaster- 
ship to his brother without notice, and 
have the Department no remark to make 
on it ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
inspector did not even temporarily give 
the job to his brother. The Postmaster 
General takes full responsibility. 


Mr. DALY: The hon. Gentleman has 
not answered the last part of my question. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am atraid I have no information as to 
that. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Was the man 
who was dismissed a Catholic and the one 
appointed in his place a Protestant ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


have no information on that point. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Freemasonry 


again. 


RATHKEALE MAILS. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he is aware that on Thursday, 
Friday, and Saturday, the 25th, 26th, 
and 27th July last, also on Wednesday 
the 31st July, and Thursday, Ist August, 
the mails from Dublin due in Rathkeale 
at 11 a.m. did not arrive till 7.10 p.m.; 

t 
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can he state the cause of the delay ; and, 


Questions. 


‘seeing the inconvenience to the public 


in the county of Limerick caused by 


letters and the Dublin daily newspapers 


not arriving by the morning train, will he 
ascertain whether there was neglect of 
duty on the part of the Great Southern 
and Western Railway Company on these 
occasions in this matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is true that on the dates referred to by 
the hon. Member failures of connection 
occurred at Limerick between the day 
mail train from Limerick Junction and 
the mail train for Rathkeale, ete., and 
that the mails which should have gone 
forward by the latter train had to be kept 
back for the next available train. The 
primary cause of the delay was the late 
arrival at Holyhead of the Irish night 
mail train from London, and it appears 
that on the dates in question the passen- 
gers for Ireland were so numerous as to 
render it necessary for two trains instead 
of one to be run for their conveyance. 
When an additional train is run some 
delay seems to be unavoidable, but the 
railway company have been urged to take 
all possible measures for securing the 
early arrival of the mail train at Holy- 
head. 


nba} 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that it is a matter 
of daily occurrence in the city of Limerick 
for the mails to be two hours late ? Will 
the department take care that the 
railway company fulfils its contract $ 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have no knowledge as to that. 


BANTRY BAY FORESHORE. 

Mr. GILHOOLY : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can say what are the rights 
reserved to the public in the agreement 
made between the Board of Trade and. 
the trustees of the Bantry Estate in 
connection with the foreshore of Bantry 
Bay. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: ‘The 


conveyance to the Bantry Estate Trustees 
to which the hon. Member refers contains 
a reservation of all public rights of way to- 
and over the property conveyed. The: 
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conveyance also contains a covenant by | 
the trustees not to erect on the property 
conveyed without the consent of the 
Board of Trade any building which would, 
in the Board’s opinion, be prejudicial to 
rights of navigation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman let us have the convey- 
ance‘in the form, say, of a parliamentary 


Paper ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that desirable. 





| 
Is it not a con-| 


| 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
veyance from a State Department to a'| 
private individual of a grant of foreahore | 
over which the public had rights ? How | 








conveyed are ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
stated what the rights are. 


I have | 


STEAM LAUNCHES ON CARLINGFORD | 
LOUGH. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the! 
President of the Board of Trade whether. 
he is aware that complaint has been. 

made to the Board that the steam | 
launches ferrying for hire between | 
Omeath, county Louth, and Warrenpoint, 
on Carlingford Lough, do not exhibit 
notices as to the number of passengers 
they are licensed to carry ; can he state 
what the maximum number is ; has this 
complaint that the launches are over- 
crowded, especially on Sundays and 
holidays, been investigated ; and, if so, 
with what result, and will any steps 
be taken to prevent the public safety 
being endangered by overcrowding or 
by these launches taking crowded row- 
boats in tow across the lough. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. Sir, 
the Board of Trade have received certain 
complaints with regard to the steam 
launches to which the hon. Member 
refers. These launches hold Board of 
Trade certificates, authorising them to 
carry respectively a maximum number 
of sixty-five, thirty-eight, and thirty-one 
passengers. In one case it is stated that 
the certificate has not been exhibited on 
board, as required by the Merchant 
Shipping Act, and the question of prose- 
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cuting the owner or master is under 
consideration. No case of overcrowding 
the launches themselves has come to the 
notice of either the Board of Trade or the 
local police, or proceedings would have 
been taken, but I shall communicate 
with the local authorities and with the 
owners of the launches with a view to 
stopping the objectionable and dangerous 
practice I understand to prevail of 


launches full of passengers towing 
crowded rowboats across Carlingford 


Lough. 


SLIGO BAY LIGHTS. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
if he is aware that the Sligo Harbour 
Commissioners have made frequent ap- 
| plications to the Commissioners of Irish 
| Lights to have lights established at 
Bowmore for the purpose of enabling 
| vessels entering Sligo Bay at night time 
| to reach safe “anchorage, and can he 
“explain why the representations of the 
Sligo Harbour Commissioners have not 
i been taken notice of by the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 1 am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights, with whom I have communicated, 
that they consider that the lights asked 
for at Bowmore are purely for local 


benefit, and should not be established 
at the cost of the General Lighthouse 
Fund. 


SALMON FISHERIES COMMISSION, 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he can state 
when the Royal Fishery Commissioners, 
who finished sitting at the beginning of 
this year, will issue their Report ; and 
whether, in the event of that Report 
being still unpublished at the beginning 
of next session, the Government will act 
upon the advice of former Royal Com- 
missions, and take steps to redress the 
grievances of the Cumberland fishermen, 
owing to the state of the law on the 
English and Scotch sides of the Solway. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Assuming that the Royal Commis- 
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sion referred to in the question is the | 
Salmon Fisheries Commission, I under- | 
stand that it concluded taking evidence | 
only last month, and is now considering 
the Report. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Lord BALCARRES _ (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he can make any state- 
ment about affording facilities for the 
passing of certain non-contentious private 
Bills in which substantial progress has 
already been made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my noble 
friend and the House are aware, no Bills 
are starred on the Order Paper at this | 
period of the session but those to which | 
it is fully clear no opposition is expected, , 
and if opposition unexpectedly arises it 
is impossible for the Government to 
persevere with the starred Bill. With 
that qualification I understand that the 
Public Libraries Bill, which has reached 
the Report stage, and of which my noble 
friend has charge, is one which, I think, 
might be properly starred, also the 
Bishopric of Southwark Bill, the County 
Councils (Bye-laws) Bill, and the Pur- 
chase of Land (Ireland) Bill. 


Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): Is not the 
Bishopric of Southwark Bill opposed ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand | 


not. 





Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): Has not notice of op- 
position been given from both sides of the 
House ? Will the right hon. Gentleman | 
undertake that we shall have full oppor- 
tunity of discussing it ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: After 
what hour will the right hon. Gentle- | 
man undertake that the Sale of In-| 
toxicating Liquors to Children Bill shall 
not be brought on ? | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At this period | 
of the session it is dangerous to give any | 
pledge of that nature. Of course, I am | 
anxious that no important discussion | 
shall be brought on late. 


| 
Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
How is it that this Bill is not starred 2? 


| 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is treated as 
a starred Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is not that a 


matter for Mr. Speaker to decide ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The 


Government 


have announced to the House that they 


intend to treat it as a starred Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But how are 
private members to know? Is it done 
merely in order to escape the twelve 
o'clock rule ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the point is raised 
at the proper time I shall be prepared to 
deal with it. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): May I press the right hon. 
Gentleman to fix some limit of time after 
which the Sale to Children Bill will not 
be taken ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Is it not 
the fact that the Amendments introduced 
in the Grand Committee have altogether 
altered the nature of the Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The effect of 
the Amendments introduced is not to 
make the Bill a new Bill, but they may 
be better described as in the direction 
of ‘ cautious ”’ legislation. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: Will the right 


hon. Gentleman undertake not to bring 


it on after one o'clock ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [I hope my 
right hon. friend will not press that. It 
is absolutely necessary we should make 


/some personal sacrifice in order to bring 


the session to a close. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake not to 
bring it on after four a.m. ? 


Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) : In view of the considerable 
opposition to it, does the right hon. 
Gentleman intend to bring on the 


‘Supreme Court of Judicature Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess I 


have the very faintest hopes of that. 
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Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | reply is that we have followed precedent, 
asked if questions could not now be com- | and I think it will be a more convenient 
menced at 3.15. | course to do now as we did in 1876, and 

abstain from embodying the ipsissima 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I under- | verba of the new title in the clauses of 
stand that private business is now con- the statute which makes legal « change 
eluded, and on and after to-morrow 'in the style and title of the Sovereign. 
public business will commence at 3.15. [ do not think I need labour this point. 

| The character of the change is perfectly 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will well known to the House; it has been 
the Naval Works Bill be the first Order | very clearly indicated, and, though I 
for Wednesday ? | suppose I ought not to pledge the Govern- 

ment absolutely to every word and 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, thatismy comma, I am entitled for all practical 
expectation, but it depends largely on | purposes to say that the only change 
what happens to-night and to-morrow. proposed is by way of additional words 
{ must be allowed some latitude as to| which will be interpolated between the 
the arrangement of business. words ‘“‘ Ireland’ and * King” in the 

present Royal style and title. The added 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: When do words will be ‘‘ and of all British Domi- 
you propose to take the Irish Bills ? nions beyond the seas.” There is but 

' one suggestion with regard to the form 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will com- which the new title should take upon 
municate with the hon. Gentleman on which I need say anything, and I only 
that point. occupy the time of the House with this 

_-—— because it comes from a quarter which 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. deserves respect. The suggestion is from 
., |Lord Rosebery that instead oz “ British 

That they have agreed to, Loan Bill, Rr Aieegasid te my esol elle pe 
: : : dominions,” the word “ Britains ” should 
without amendment. be used. Well, there may be some Latin 
justification for the use of that word, but 

PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL there is no English justification. [A 

[Lords]. NATIONALIST MEMBER: Or Irish.] It is 

Read the first time ; to be read asecond | not in accordance, I think, with the 
time to-morrow, and to be printed. | spirit of the English language, and it is 
[Bill 292.] certainly a great novelty in usage. I 
doubt whether the public will ever be 
‘ we got to talk of each of our self-governing 

RPP ESs RRS OEEA. Teen. colonies as a Britain, and I do not think 

Order for Second Reading read. a man can go round the world and say 

he has visited half-a-dozen Britains. | 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- think it is so violent a change, so great a 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, revolution, in our accustomed phrase- 
E.): I think the scope, purpose, and ology, that, whatever might be said for it, 
occasion of the Bill to which I now ask | had it embedded itself in our usage and 
the House to give a Second Reading have practice, I do not think it would be 
been quite sufficiently expressed in the possible to start it now by statute, or to 
parliamentary papers laid before the impose it by law or by proclamation 
House, which contain correspondence upon the practice of His Majesty's 
on the subject with the Governments of | subjects. There is a still further objec- 
the great self-governing colonies. I can-! tion to the suggestion which I think 
not imagine anybody having any objec- deserving of consideration. If I under- 
tion to the substance of the Bill; and, as| stand aright, Lord Rosebery’s object in 
regards the form, the only objection I making the change was, in his view, 
have seen taken in any quarter is that that wherever Britons settled them- 
the actual terms of the title are not con-| selves down with free institutions in 
tained within the four corners of the) other lands, carrying with them, if not 
proposed statute. To this objection the, the letter, at all events the spirit of our 
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Constitution, carrying with them our which had taken place since the begin- 
religion, our laws, and the general; ning of the reign of the late Queen. 
characteristics of a British community, Their wishes expressed in 1887, Mr. 
there a Britain, a new Britain as it were, Disraeli’s and Mr. Forster’s wishes ex- 
arose from out of the wilderness. 1 pressed in 1876, should now, I think, find 
think there is something to be said for | their adequate and worthy fulfilment 
that view as regards the great self- in 1901, and we shall for the first time 
governing colonies, but we do not wish | give to our Sovereign the title which 
to confine it to those colonies, and the | covers the whole of the vast ground occu- 
new title will apply to many dominions | pied by the British Empire. In those 
of His Majesty which do not fit in with | circumstances I hope that without con- 
the description I have just given of a | troversy, without a dissentient Voice, 
new Britain beyond the seas—the the House will consent to the Second 


dominions of His Majesty where the | Reading of this Bill. 


; inhabitants do | : ; 
Grester sumaber of the inhenitas Motion made, and Question proposed, 
not belong to our race, do not speak our ,, : 4 
: - | That the Bill be now read a second 
tongue, and are subjected to a juris- | sine.” 


prudence which is neither the common 
law nor the statute law of this land. || Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
hope that in all such places British views | (Stirling Burghs): I do not anticipate 
of justice and order and of personal that there will be any substantial oppo- 
liberty prevail, but it cannot be said that sition, at all events to the Second Reading 
in the colonies to which I have referred of this measure; the circumstances are 
a new Britain, on the model of entirely different from those in which 
the old, can in any sense be asserted| the most recent alteration in the style 
to have arisen. For these reasons and title of the Crown was brought about. 
I venture to think the form of declara- | We all remember how great a storm arose 
tion I have read to the House will from the proposal to create the title of 
meet with more general favour than the Empress of India. That storm arose 
alternative suggestion, important as the from the apprehension on the part of the 
quarter is from which that suggestion | public, not, I think, either an unworthy 
emanates. I will, therefore, say no more | or an unreasonable apprehension, that 
in defence of the particular wording by | this new and more sonorous title might 
which it is proposed to amend the present | swallow up and swamp the old familiar 
style and title of the Sovereign. I would | traditional names of King or Queen, 
only remind the House that when in | which are thought much more charac- 
1876, amid considerable controversy and teristic of our country, not only in its 
some little excitement, a change was | domestic, but in its Imperial aspect. 
made in the Royal style and title by the There was great fear lest we should 
addition of the words “ Empress of , become accustomed to alterations in the 
India,” an earnest plea for the recog- | title, not only of the Crown itself, but of 
nition of the colonies was advanced by | the Royal Family. I remember a most 
Mr. Forster and others, and Lord Beacons- | impassioned speech made by Mr. Joseph 
field, then Mr. Disraeli, expressed his sym- | Cowen, whose principal, overwhelming 
pathy with the proposal. He said— fear was that the old name of Prince of 

“Tt was a question of much difficulty, and, W ales should be merged a ene such 
though he did not despair that the time might | title as the Imperial Crown Prince, or 
yet arrive when so happy aresult might be | some designation of that kind. Well, 
consummated, he was unprepared at that | there is nothing of that kind at all inthis 
oe to meet the requirements of the | proposal. There is merely an acknow- 

sh | ledgment and expression of a fact which 
I think that happy result may now be already exists, and the King at this 
attained; I think that the propitious moment is King over all the dependencies 
moment has now arrived. As long ago of the country, and as it has been desired 
as 1887 a colonial conference expressed especially on the part of our fellow- 
its desire that some change might be made | subjects in other parts of the world 
in the Royal style and title to indicate | this fact should be recognised, and I cer- 
the vast growth in our colonial dominions | tainly see no reason why there should be 
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any great jealousy or susceptibility on | nions of His Majesty if he came over here 
the subject. At the time when the Royal | and qualified himself, by residence and 
Titles Bill of 1876 was discussed, as the | otherwise, could vote in our elections 
right hon. Gentleman said, it was sug-| just as much as if he had been born, and 
gested that some words should be intro- ; bred, and lived all his life in this country, 
duced acknowledging the colonial empire, | So that we are really one people essen- 
and I confess to a great relief at finding | tially, and this slight alteration or addi- 
that the Government have rejected all the | tion to the title of the Crown merely 
rhetorical and fantastic suggestions that | gives public recognition and expression 
have been made, and have adhered to a/to that fact. I, therefore, do not see 
simple and unadorned statement of the| why anyone should raise, as I said, 
fact. The original proposal, which | substantial objection to the title. 
emanated, I think, from the Colonial | 

Secretary, and was submitted to the) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
colonies, in his name, not in the/S.) said that the Leader of the House in 
name of the Government, was that|the space of five minutes made two 
the words Greater Britain should be | cardinal mistakes, and the Leader of the 
used. Since then we have had the | Opposition, who followed, was a good 
other proposal by a noble friend of | second, because he made one mistake. 
mine, that Britains should be used in| The Leader of the House made a cardinal 
the plural number. That is liable, 1) mistake when he said there was no pre- 
think, to all the objections which the | cedent whatever for permitting an Act 
right hon. Gentleman has stated against to be passed containing the actual terms 
it. The colonies themselves, in the of the title to be assumed by the 
answers they gave to the inquiry of His | Sovereign. The right hon. Gentleman 
Majesty’s Government, preferred the| would at once cite in support of his con- 
less ambitious, less poetical, simpler title, | tention the Royal Titles Bill of 1876. 
and I think in that they showed their He would tell the right hon. Gentleman 
good sense, and that the country and | that was not a precedent. That Act was 
people at large will be of that opinion. I/ based on the precedent of the Act of 
did not catch that the right hon. Gentle-| Union, which Mr. Gladstone asserted 
man read to the House the actual title | was no precedent at all. The present 
which was to be used, but it is sufficiently | Bill, therefore, was clearly distinguished 
known. The only observation I should | from the Royal Titles Act of 1876, which 
like to make upon it is this. Of course, was an infraction of constitutional usage. 
everyone has his own idea of what the | The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
proper title ought to be; Iam not very|of the House, who was never very 
mueh enamoured of the word ‘ domi- | accurate in details, made another mistake, 
nions,” for many resaons, but among | and the reason he made the mistake was 
others that it clashes a little with the | that in 1876 he was absorbed in the 
fact that one of our great colonies has | tactics of the ‘Fourth Party,” and 
assumed the title of Dominion itself, | teaching the Nationalists the methods of 
and others may assume other names. | obstruction. This is what Mr. Disraeli 
I should have thought that the familiar | said in 1876— 

‘colonies and dependencies,” | “Tt is absurd to suppose that our colonial 





words 





King of Great Britain and Ireland, and 
the colonies and dependencies thereto 
belonging, or thereof, words which have 
authority and usage in their favour, 
would have been a simpler suggestion 
to have adopted. But it really does not 
matter very much; the Government make 
this proposal in order to carry out the de- 
sire of many of our fellow-subjects in the 
colonies, who, it must be remembered, 
are quite as much our fellow-subjects 
as if they lived in this country. I believe 
it is undoubtedly the case that any fellow- 
subject of ours among the whole domi- 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman., 


fellow-subjects misconceive the spirit in which 
we are proposing to legislate; but, on the 
' contrary, I believe there would be great cause 
of complaint if we drew a line and made a dis- 
| tinction between those of Her Majesty’s sub- 
| jects who live in the United Kingdom and 
| those who are to be found in Canada or else- 
| where.” 


The Leader of the Opposition had said 
that this Bill was desired by the colonies. 
That was a mistake. The initiative of 
the Bill did not come from the colonies 
|at all; it came from the Colonial Secre- 
itary, and it had the “ Brummagem ” 
| brand from top to bottom. It was not 
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the legislative offspring of the Cabinet, | down from the House of Lords, while 
but a genuine product of Birmingham. | all these other Bills of a like nature had 
It was a mean attempt, inspired by the} been first introduced in the House of 
absurd and vulgar spirit of Imperialism, } Commons, and for the perfectly proper 
to subsidise the Crown with a parvenu| reason that the King ruled by a statu- 
eo and a tawdry, gew-gaw decoration. | tory title, and the House of Commons, 
This amplification of titles was a bad | as representatives of the people, had a 
sign—a sign of decadence. On the eve| large voice in determining what that 
of the French Revolution the nobility title should be. In fact, he at one time 
of France invented new titles and | had thought of taking the extreme step of 
indulged in this kind of peacock | | objecting | to the First Reading of the Bill 
grandeur, when power was actually | as not being in agreement with constitu- 
slipping from their hands. From a tional principles. 
psychological point of view this Bill) Further, he maintained that the Bill 
showed the fondness of the Colonial meant nothing after all, because His 
Secretary for pageantry and ceremonial. Majesty was King of the colonies 
Moreover, it differed from every other in a far more absolute sense than 
Bill with reference to the Royal title he was King of this country. The 
in two respects. First it did not contain | colonies were mere settlements to which 
the addition to the title. The Bill which; our Acts of Parliament did not apply 
created Henry VIII. ‘“ Defender of the | unless they were specially mentioned 
Faith ’’ named that title, and it was said | in these Acts. If the Colonial Secretary 
that it would be high treason to deny | had ever read the history of the North 
that the King was “ Defender of the; American War he would have known 
Faith.” He supposed it would be high | that one of the chief contentions during 
treason to deny hereafter that the King | that war was that the King himself 
was ‘King of the British Dominions, was the legislator and sole executive 
Beyond the Seas.” Again, when the! power of the colonies, and that the orders 
King was made King of Ireland in 1545! of the King in the colonies had the 
that was done by Act of Parliament. force of the law. Again, in 1858, a 
In 1876 when the Royal Titles Bill was Royal Proclamation was issued, with 
introduced there was considerable | which the right hon. Gentleman ought 
troversy as to what the title should bein} to have been familiar, by which the 
relation to the Queen’s sovereignty over | Charter of the old East India Company 
India, and the title was kept back for| was abrogated and the territories of the 
something like ten or twelve days after| East Indies were brought under the 
the introduction of the Bill into the} dominion of the Crown. In that Procla- 
House of Commons. But before this} mation the Sovereign was described as 
Bill was introduced at all in the House} Queen of Great Britain and Ireland, 
of Lords a most ridiculous and ludicrous |} Canada, South Africa, Australia, and all 
correspondence took place between the| the Colonies. There was therefore no 
Colonial Secretary and the colonies.| necessity for any new title stating that 
The Colonial Secretary asked the} His Majesty was King of the colonies. 
cabinets of the colonies to select a title,| In 1876 it was urged very strongly in 
and they having selected a title the right | debate that when India was brought 
hon. Gentleman would have nothing! under subjection to the British Crown 
to do with it. He excluded the title in 1858 then would have been the time 
from the Bill in order that the King, to make an alteration in the title of the 
might himself assume the title. He} Queen; but the answer made by Mr. 
would remind the House that the Disraeli to that argument was that 
prerogative was entirely independent of they could not introduce an alteration 
an Act of Parliament, and there was in the title of the Queen when our 
no reason for the omission of the title; swords after the Mutiny were simply 
in the Bill except the author’s contempt ‘reeking with the blood of our fellow 
for Parliament. The second respect subjects in India. Why, then, introduce 
in which this Bill differed from all a Bill conferring a ginger-bread title 
others amending the Royal title, certainly /on the King, when our swords were 
since the Revolution, was that it came | | reeking with the blood of our fellow- 
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subjects in the South African Colonies, | written Queen Victoria was lying dead, 


and when fierce racial passions had 
been invoked by the right hon. Gentle- 
man mainly responsible for this war ? 
In 1876 the despatches between the 


| 


| 
| 


Home Government and that of India, | 


in reference to the new title of the 
Queen, were repeatedly asked for by 
the Opposition of that day, but were 
refused for high State reasons. 


He | 


could not conceive what malignant spirit | 


had induced the Colonial Secretary to 
publish the despatches between him- 
self and the Governors of the Colonies in 
regard to the King’s new title. The 
first was— 

“Mr. Chamberlain to Governor-General, 
the Earl of Minto (Canada), and Governor- 
General the Earl of Hopetoun (Australia) ; sent 
7.10 p.m., January 29th, 1901. King Edward’s 
accession offers an opportunity of considering 
the Monarch’s titles.” 

—he was not a monarch at all; he was 
a king— 


and her son was mourning for her, but 
the Colonial Secretary was devising a 
flamboyant title for her successor. 
The Queen was not buried until 4th 
February, and that horrible epistle was, 
from mere vanity, despatched on 29th 
January, by telegram. Everything was 
done by telegram by the Colonial Secre- 
tary except when we wanted to know the 
reverses in the war. The Governor- 
General of Canada took time to consider 
the matter, and did not answer the tele- 
gram until two days after the Queen was 
buried; while the Earl of Hopetoun, 


| Governor-General of Australia, did not 


answer until 8th February. ‘They were 
more decorous than the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, who wished to worship the rising 
sun. He wondered, in respect to the very 


|flamboyant title which the Colonial 


‘and I am very desirous that the separate and | 


greatly increased importance of the colonies 
should be recognised if possible. I therefore 
venture to suggest ‘ King of Great Britain and 
Ireland and of Greater Britain beyond the 
seas.’ ”? 


There was a fine suggestion, flamboyant 


| Secretary wished to give to the King, that 


his imagination had not done better. 
Had the right hon. Gentleman asked 
him, he could have suggested something 
from the title of the Prince of Siam, who, 
he believed, described himself as the 
brother of the sun, half brother to the 
moon, absolute master of the ebb and flow 


of the tide, and supreme lord of twenty- 


enough for a signboard for a Birmingham | 


shop. 


“It is possible that some of the self-govern- | 


ing colonies might desire more special recogni- | 


tion, as King of Canada, King of Australia, but | the Colonial Secretary, when they had 


this would giverise to very great difficulty. 
Other self-governing colonies, viz., New Zealand, 
Newfoundland, the Cape of Good Hope, and 
Natal could hardly be excluded. It would be 
also desirable to refer to the Crown colonies, 
all of which would be covered by the expression 
I propose. I request that you will consult your 
Ministers most confidentially.” 

—everything was with 
Colonial Secretary— 

‘and inquire whether such recognition by the 
King would be gratifying to them, and, if so, 
whether they approve of the proposed style.” 


In 1876 there was one matter con- 
sistently pressed by those opposed to the 
Royal Titles Bill, and it was that no 
secret should be made of the title before- 
hand, and that the additional title 
should be made in consonance with 
the wishes of the people of this country 
and of India. But this new title was to be 


mystery 


{ 


} 
| 


| 


the | 


, contempt. 


four golden umbrellas. The scandal was 
that the time of the House of Commons 
had been sacrificed for two hours over 
a Bill of this kind for the gratification of 


not the time to discuss such things as the 
famine in India. Such a thing was 
treating parliamentary institutions with 
He did not think that such 
a Bill as this would in the slightest degree 
add to the dignity of the Crown, and, in 
his opinion, these new titles were only 
invented to cover the ignominy and 


defeat which the Empire had suffered. 


made in consonance with the wishes of | 


the Colonial Secretary, and of no one else. 
At the very time that that despatch was 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I take a 


serious view of this Bill, and I desire 


to ask the House in the first 
place what they believe the  inten- 
tion of the Bill to be. It is not 


right for the Government to suggest 
alterations in the title of the Sovereign 
without some solid justification for that 
course. This Bill has been submitted 
to the House without a single word of 
argument or justification. If the 
Government had placed before the House 
any argument for this proposal, that 
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argument, I take it, would have been the | the freedom your colonies enjoy if we 
argument of former days, of binding the are not to have any share in the govern- 
colonies together, but it would have been ing centre of the Empire. That is the 
a much wiser course to allow the colonies | first remark I make with regard to this 
to take the initiative in this matter ; that Bill. It bars us having a share, and I 
was not done. In this particularinstance register our assent to it. These are 
the change in the title of the Sovereign | British colonies, and the King of this 
had come entirely from the Home country is King of Great Britain and’ 
Government, and not from the colonies. | Ireland. Now, at the beginning of the 
I have never been a believer in this | new century, you place against Ireland a 
Imperialism, which is supposed to have) bar sinister. If, as the inferior partner, 
come from the colonies, and I do not) we are to be abandoned, and the pre- 
believe that the course pursued by the dominant partner only is to take notice 
right hon. Gentleman during the eight | of the benefits from across the sea, we 
years he has held the office of Colonial | must have corresponding advantages. 
Secretary will meet with success, because 
I do not believe it will bind the colonies | subject. Now that you have decided, 
closer to this country, and I believe that | ;, spite of the advice of Lord Rosebery, 
the action of the Colonial Secretary will | , 


|to assume the title of “‘ King of All the 


result in bringing a hitch between them | pi: Dominions Beyond the Seas,” we 


P ; 1 thi rill | F 
and the home Government which will| (ome to a much more serious matter, 


end all his policy. But even if I believed | Which hon. Members who regard this 
in this policy I do not believe the present | Ri1) 5 lightly do not appear to have the 
policy of forcing upon the colonies such | j.,¢¢ conception of. Contrast the treat- 
changes as we are now considering would | jent which the House has received on 
be the best means of attaining the ends 4). Gocelinn with the treatnat it 


ye a Pine i | received when the last alteration was 
songs ‘the Bill pa oy sa told | made. When Mr. Disraeli, in 1876, sug- 
a First Lord of the = aaa Ne gested an addition to the Royal titles, 
although legislation is not to be allowed - gears eh - 6 rae mene se 
tix the new Royal titles, His Maiesty’s speech, and the debate upon the Secon 
itaek. saith pend ‘ hin to aa the | ading consumed at least ten nights of 
risers WwW s é . . 

eg nf .. | parliamentary time; and I venture to 
vege ~ cag ser a ‘say that it would never have entered 
> 3 aay First te ae , eyone’ | into the minds of anybody in this House 
fi a th oy , qd] , et fr Pi in those days to introduce a Royal Titles 
io so gy Sh ee se Brit; ri WE : | Bill in the last week of the session. When 
hia To -% ott per eg iz phe we compare the importance and gravity 
nions,”’ the pon British, and not Irish pat en hag on Negev estes — 
Sint You sacl itis liek nia rey to make in the titles of the Sovereign 
2S. b. 9 r mi. i io i . Pan 

: ; ’ with the change that was made in 1876, 

these titles gratuitously advertise the . . a et 

an that a is ca oui and ie|i% my judgment, at least, the present 
not to have any share in the glories of | BAS ~ aed ar agi peter “i 
a ee Nae ~ ~-/} reaching as that made in 1876. 1e 
the colonies or the Empire. | I welcome | proposal to add the title of Empress to 
, mee Fea : the Royal titles was, I have always 
ha “" : = i er of | thought, a mischievous thing, from the 
pering, Ireland has been perishing, and | but is that aa. aoa’ res ge 
Suveluee 1 tank you des Wiles in Gongs |S” ee at oo eye 
. a. “a yIN& Jocal title. But this title “ King of the 


aw ad share a — te birt | British Dominions Beyond the Seas ”’ is 
ar ee Cee Seeece ae 2 SE Se” | do be atk integral part of the title of the 


we are not to have any part of the so-| Ki isn Chis. east bias, sinlies Yhen 
called glory, which you evidently con-|“!98> @& Was bite Cas P 


Now, as to the second branch of this 


sider it to be. let us at least have the| Union of Ireland the King was declared 
power and advantage of taking our rank | to be “ King of Great Britain and Tre- 
and position as a Power. Let us have|land”’; so that it is a more important 

| 
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ao regard to the Sovereign of | principle of liberty is practised, and | 
Now let me ask, what are the British | sine ain =o rionlin sg 
dominions beyond the seas? ‘There | Yili . ee a 
s 9 Te strik ys ote sis ‘" 

are the self-governing colonies, and w| edie Crown. It papi ee - 
far as they are concerned, if they had | y : iali qi 
ss oe Pg ag prt po = _— i | the whole policy of Imperialism, and it 
a very strong case low the n ni ‘titles, lis od om om - sehen ey Mp ye 

i ng ¢ > new titles, | js introduced. Looking at it even fro 
always providing the xy satisfie | i Mngli egg 
tad ein ~ ang ~ | the point of an English Imperialist, I 
feeling existed in” this ‘athe a as mga os ra. ee gg 
_ ‘ avver. “n| wou be, instead, to adopt the 
there are the Crown colonies and the! descripti “ — . r 
ee oa : . 'description, “all the freely-governed 
ae, Age rae tet . . | dependencies of the Crown.” That 
Brtish fat a merge ; re | would include all the free | governing 
oo Bee me el —_ 2 | colonies, and would have the British 
‘espoge agh ? eigaenger na ne a ag Somes hapa in direct relation- 
We ought to have been told of this bef ve, | ae oe 
SE es once os aa this betore, | munity where slavery is practised. But 
to Egypt, the Soudan rere ec ee | I confess the nature of the titles is to my 
te on eng Ag ee / mind a matter of minor importance, the 
among others, that every session we have = 9 tt see ~ ay seen ao 
well founded complaints from various mre a he go ae nt ene re 
quarters that the British flag flies over omage alpaca hy goa Mg 
ears We eae te Mastaken ath uote was initiated at the time of the two 
the Soudan, as it does also in East Africa — ee, wee eee oe 
ie li “Woh ae-euiew to re =. Government has floated so triumphantly. 
ee ee ee win en We are to have a great performance next 
going to proclaim the King Sovereign of — We are to have another great 
Tie stan tao sould wae 5 display E08 year, with a promenade of 
cst ine cledec | various ral colonists, Indians, and 

t But a more important consideration | eeoaelii sto "aan ate 
still, to my mind, is this. If there be any | en. “90 aye 7 eng tk 
value at all in the institution of the|:. ty}. 1ct_ tule d, may be used 
Oe at Me Bek ate wales he | the next European war—to intimate 

5S a | y ‘ wes ps ry ; 

found only in its historical associations. | °° eS ee oe 

It is only that which gives the King of | and, above all, to maintain the present 
‘ 7 « > 

England or any sovereign in the world | Government and to keep up the Impe- 
any value whatever. Nobody supposes | rialistic game. I hope the people will 
that any country that had lost the con- — ee ee ee 
tinuity of its throne would deliberately | From the last procession the [rish were 
set to work to reconstruct it. The whole | the only — a ae oe 
history of the last generation shows that a's ee ne ee ee 
the only ground on which the Throne fee erytliew — ay ee 
eaciineidalh te Sieh aff the Sdibedin aeeethe. | called representatives of Ireland were the 
tions. The traditions which surround moyal eg eccemsgyrae yw i 
the Throne in this countryare very great; | eae an ee ad 
they are traditions of liberty, and it is | the representatives of the loyalists of 
upon those traditions that the greatness aveland | “he! ne eve ead pa 
of the Throne depends, but you are now ane the policy of Imperialism has cost you 
by this extension of the title to bring | £200,000,000 and the lives of 30,000 
that Throne into direct contact with a |men. When the procession next year 
multitude of Governments which are not | P?SS° through the streets of this city 
dominated by any traditions of liberty. | another of your Great dependencies will 
By this title the King is to be King of the | have dropped out. The Cape, which was 
Uganda Protectorate, of West Africa, of | loyal then, and which, of all the colonies, 
the Cape Coast, of the Gold Coast, and ‘came forward at the Jubilee and offered 
King of innumerable slaves, of at least | a ship for the Navy, has been driven by 
hirty Governments under which no| this base and wretched policy of Impe- 


Mr. Dillon. 
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rialism into rebellion, which may end in 
revolution. When that time comes, I 
hope the people of this country, beginning 
to suffer from the pinches of depressed 
trade and overburdened with taxation, 
will calculate how much they are paying 
for this gaudy game. The present pro- 
posal, the object of which is to increase 
the Imperialistic enthusiasm of the 
country, will be a blow struck at the 
real prosperity and power of the nation, 
and because every blow so struck in- 


creases the poverty and misery of our | 
country I shall oppose the Bill at 


every stage. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
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manifestation of solidarity on the part 
| of the colonies in time of danger and trial. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo said that 
this country had a noble tradition of 
|freedom and liberty. In what other 
‘country in the world does liberty exist so 
,completely ? Where else would hon. 
gentlemen be permitted to come to Par- 
liament, take the oath of allegiance, and 
then go back to Ireland to preach open 
treason? [Cries of “Oh, oh!” and 
| ‘* Withdraw.’’] 


*Mr. SPEAKER was understood to 
‘call for order, but in the uproar his 
| voice could not be heard in the Press 
gallery. 


N.): The speech of the hon. Member for | 


East Mayo is entirely beyond my com- | 


prehension. A great part of that speech 


was to the effect that this Bill will deal | 


a very severe blow to the prosperity of 
the nation which the hon. Member and 
his friends have always professed to seek 
to destroy. [‘No.”] If I was an 
enemy of this country, and a Bill was 
introduced which I thought was likely 
to strike a telling blow against its strength 
and security, I should support that 
measure. The hon. Member, however, 
after arguing that the Bill would strike a 
blow at Imperialism and the Imperial 
principle, wound up by saying that the 
Imperial principle was one which he 
would always uphold and protect, and, 
therefore, he should vote against the Bill. 
I do not wonder that the hon. Member 
and his friends look upon this measure 
with very great bitterness. The Bill is 
the crowning stone of the great Imperial 
movement which has been going on for 
some years. Where was 
Imperial principle born? It was born 
in Ireland, and the hammer of Home 


Rule, with which hon. gentlemen oppo- | 


site thought to shatter the Empire, has 
proved to be the hammer that has welded 
the Empire into a great and powerful 
whole, more closely connected than ever 
before. I take this Bill to be a gracious 
acknowledgment on the part of the King, 
the Government, and the House of 


Commons of the noble part the colonies 
have recently played, and it will be 
regarded by the colonies in that light. 
It does not in the least interfere with our 
legal relations with the colonies, but it is 
a sign and symbol that we recognise the 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : I will not 
pursue that further. Even hon. gentle- 
men from Ireland cannot deny that 
perfect freedom of the subject is per- 
mitted by the Constitution of this 
country, and if the Bill has the effect 
of pointing out to the people of the 
colonies, and others whom it may con- 
cern, that the glory of this country is 
‘its freedom in all respects, the measure 
| is one undoubtedly deserving our support 
and admiration. The hon. Member 
seemed to be in a slight tangle. He 
admits the King is King of Great Britain 
and Ireland, but, in his estimation, this 
proclamation in some way dissevers 
Ireland from all connection with the 
rest of the kingdom. I do not know 
what he means. 


Mr. DILLON: It is proposed to call 
‘these dominions beyond the seas British, 
and we are not British. 


the great 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON: Ireland 
belongs to Great Britain, and is a part 
of the British Empire. Whatever the 
hon. Member may say or think, he is 
and will remain British. Ireland is 
just as much a part of the British 
Empire as Scotland or Wales, and when 
the King’s title is proclaimed to the 
nation at large, Ireland will have that 
honourable share in it which the hon. 
Member for East Mayo so intensely 
desires. It cannot be denied that in 
the immediate past there has been on 
the part of our colonies an indication 
of loyalty to the mother country which 
no one a few years ago could have hoped 
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ever to see. Long before the Coronation | has neither power nor discretion, and 
the war will have ceased, and whatever | only does as he is directed by Act of 
hon. members may think, the action of | Parliament. It is absurd that one Act of 
Great Britain in South Africa has not | | Parliament should compel His Majesty 
alienated a single loyal man. [*‘ Oh, oh !’”’] | to stigmatise as idolatrous and super- 
We have not alienated the Boers, for they | stitious the very faith of which, by 
were alienated at the start ; they were | another Act of Parliament, he is described 
not colonists of ours. We have not|as the “ Defender.” 
alienated the Dutch in Cape Colony, 
for they never professed to be loyal to| *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
us—[‘‘ Oh, oh!’ ]—though I guard myself | is quite in order in describing the state 
by saying there are a minority of the|of the law as absurd, but he did use 
Dutch who are and have all along been | words—I do not think he intended to 
loyal to Great Britain. But I venture to|do so—which attributed the action 
say that at the Coronation we should | which he describes as absurd rather to 
have a large representation of loyal| the Sovereign personally. 
representatives from South Africa, the | 
country to which I believe we shall} Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Ishould 
bring prosperity and freedom. | be very sorry to attribute to His Majesty 
any of the absurdities which are con- 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | tinually being enacted by Parliament 
E.): As far as I am concerned, the King | in his name. If Parliament would only 
may adopt a separate title for each of | leave the King alone, I think he would 
the dependencies of the Crown, begin-| very willingly do without this title of 
ning by calling himself the Emperor of | ‘‘ Defender of the Faith,” and also re- 
the Island of Fiji. There is, however, | frain from making the absurd declara- 
one particular, at any rate, in which tion which he is obliged to make imme- 
this Bill requires amendment, and in | diately after his accession. There are 
Committee | should propose that what- | millions of people in addition to Roman 
ever new title Ilis Majesty may see fit | Catholics, in this country and over the 
to assume he should no longer continue | seas, who object to the title of “* Defender 
to call himself “ Defender of the Faith.” | of the Faith.” Dissenters disapprove 
That title was conferred on the English | of the title, having reference simply to 
King by Pope Leo for his defence of the the Church of England. I am surprised 
Catholic Church against the attacks of | that the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
Luther, and subsequently, when the! man opposite should have been guilty 
authority of the Pope and of the Catholic of the indiscretion of saying that the 
Church was overthrown and disregarded ‘occurrences in South Africa have not 
in this country by Henry VIIL., Pope | alienated a single loyal man from Great 
Leo withdrew the title. It is quite true | Britain in that country, and that none 
that afterwards the English Parliament | of the Dutch were ever loval. 
passed an Act directing the King to | ; 
continue to assume the title of “ Defender| CoLoneL SAUNDERSON: I ex- 
of the Faith,” but the whole mean-| pressly stated there were a minority who 
ing of the words was lost when the | were loyal. 


Pope revoked the title. ‘ | ; ne 
ope revoked the title. That His) te WILLIAM REDMOND: That is 
Majesty should continue to call himself | sae 
7 eg lan exact contradiction of all that has 
Defender ” of a faith which, when he | 
Rey | been said again and again by the sup- 
ascends the throne, he describes as 
SE ee ea “yon? 3, | porters of the Government, and by 
superstitious and idolatrous,” is ; 
piece of absurdity | nobody more emphatically than the 
ie |Colonial Secretary. We have heard 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | over and over again of the extreme 
must not speak in terms of disrespect of | loyalty and wonderful forbearance of 
the Sovereign. | the Dutch colonists all over South Africa 
| ever since this war commenced, and now, 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: TI did) because they have not risen in open 
not use any term of disrespect to the| rebellion and taken up arms, they are 
Sovereign. His Majesty in these matters | sneered at by the right hon. and gallant 


Colonel Suundersan 
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Gentleman as people unworthy of notice, | 
as people who never were loyal, and there- 
fore unaffected by the progress of the 
war. Does the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman forget that the majority of 
the Parliament of Cape Town was Dutch, 
and that the Dutch Ministry and Parlia- 
ment subscribed for the upkeep of the 
British Navy of this country £30,000 per 
annum? We are told now that these men 
were never loyal, that their position 
need not be considered, and that nothing 
has alienated one loyal man. That isa 
statement which will not be endorsed 
by those best acquainted with South 
Africa. I had not long ago the pleasure 
of speaking to a gentleman who held a 
high position in the Government and the 
Ministry of Cape Colony, and he told me 
that whereas for twenty-five years he 
had lived upon the best possible terms 
with Dutch colonists of the Cape, 
since this war commenced the disaffec- 
tion amongst the Dutch had become so 
pronounced that it was now a painful 
thing for an Englishman to live there, 
remembering the good terms upon which 
they lived before the war. A more ex- 
traordinary statement and a more 
extraordinary occasion to choose to make 
such a statement I never heard of in my 
life. 

The right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
says that Imperialism was born in Ireland. 
I never heard that argument before, 
but I do say that Irish people, in common 
with millions of the best people in this 
country—I do not use the term in the 
sense in which it is used with reference 
to people who mix in high society, such 
as lords and dukes and things like that 
—I mean the masses of the working 
people of this country, who have to pay 
the taxes, and I say in common with 
them, and in common with the Irish 
people, that we hold that there are two 
kinds of Imperialism—one which is 
perfectly legitimate and reasonable, and 
which populated and developed the 
Australian continent and New Zealand, 
and which induced millions of people to 
seek fresh fields for their energies in 
those colonies which were open to them. 
That is the Imperialism which is legiti- 
mate and reasonable and has resulted in 
much benefit to millions of the Irish 
people as well as to the Scotch and the 
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which is legitimate that is the Im- 
perialism which the late Mr. Gladstone 
would have supported, and which millions 
of the sober-minded people of this country 
are prepared to support, because it is a 
natural development which does not 
necessitate either robbery or bloodshed. 
Imperialism of that kind I do not 
imagine anybody would objectito, but the 
Imperialism of which the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman says this is the erown- 
ing act is the Imperialism which is 
illustrated by the great imperialistic 
spirit which has recently spread over the 
country. What kind is that? That is 
not the Imperialism which developed and 
populated Australia and New Zealand. 
It is not like the Imperialism which 
opened up the great desert tracts of 
Canada to the working classes. No. 
The Imperialism which the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman glorifies, and which 
he says the people are steeped in to the 
lips, is the Imperialism of South Africa. 
This Imperialism does not go to a country 
awaiting development, but to countries 
where other people have already gone. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order order! The 
hon. Member cannot go into that subject 
upon the Titles Bill, and he cannot discuss 
the question of the Imperial policy in 
South Africa. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I think 
every gentleman sitting in the House 
will do me the justice of admitting that 
what you, Sir, have taken exception 
to was in reply to the argument of the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman. I[ 
will not pursue the matter further beyond 
saying that the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman referred to this Bill as the 
result of the Imperial spirit which had 
sprung up in this country. He alluded to 
South Africa, and said that this Bill was 
a reward for the action of the colonial 
troops in the South African War, and 
having said those things, I thought that 
I was justified in saying that the kind of 
Imperialism he referred to was the wrong 
Imperialism, and was not an Imperialism 
which should be marked or rewarded 
in any way, much less by conferring 
titles upon the Sovereign. As you, Mr. 
Speaker, have decided that it is not in 
order for me to go further into the matter, 





English people. That is the Imperialism 





I say that I object to this Bill not so 








475 Royal Titles 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 476 


much because it confers another title or | against the injustice and the iniquity of 


two upon the Sovereign, but I object 
because even on the showing of the right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman this Bill is 
the result of the war in South Africa. It 
is the result of the action of the colonies 
in sending troops to fight in South 
Africa, and it is a sort of reward and 
glorification for all the treasure that has 
been wasted, and the blood which has 
been shed in South Africa. If this be the 
object of this Bill, then it is a measure 
which I hope every man who loves 
justice and fair play will vote against. 
because, so far from marking our approval 
of this war in any way by giving addi- 
tional titles to the Sovereign, I think it 
is a thing which really ought to be the 
cause of national mourning and regret. 
You cannot read your newspaper any 
day without finding that there is still 
bloodshed, misery, and wretchedness 
existing everywhere in South Africa, 
and in view of those circumstances, 
and the fact that the war is not yet over— 
and no man is able now to get up and put 
a period to the war—the time is singularly 
ill-chosen for conferring new titles. As 
far as I am concerned—and I believe it 
is the opinion of many other Irish 
Members—we do not object to this Bill 
on account of any particular title which 
Parliament may authorise the King to 
assume. These titles make very little 
difference to us, but we object because 
we believe that the time is inopportune, 
and our votes will be recorded as one of 
the long list of protests we have made, 
and which I hope we shall continue to 
make,’ when Parliament meets again, 


this cruel and robbers’ war in South 
Africa. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I 
rejoice with the hon. Member for East 
Mayo at the fact that this is the first time 
for a hundred years that Ireland has 
dissociated herself altogether from the 
Imperialism which is at the bottom of 
this Bill. If at the passing of this Bill 
conferring additional titles upon the 
Sovereign of this country in respect of 
other dominions beyond the sea we dis- 
sociated ourselves from all responsibility 
in conferring these titles upon the King, 
I cannot help thinking that it is only 
fair that those colonies should share in 
the expenses of this great Empire. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is quite out 
| of order. 


Mr. O'MARA: I was only wishing 
to point out that in a new Bill conferring 
additional titles on the Sovereign which 
enables the colonies to share in the 
glories of the Empire and the so-called 
glories of Imperialism they should also 
be called upon to share some portion of 
the expenses of this Empire. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member cannot discuss the question 
of contributions from the colonies. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 210 ; Noes, 
63. (Division List No. 458.) 
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Bill read a second time, and committed |The Government are engaging in a 


for to-morrow. 


PACIFIC CABLE BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : I am 


surprised that a Bill of this magnitude | 


and involving important principles has 


been moved without a word of explana- | 
I think the House ought to under- | 


tion. 
stand what is proposed. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I have already 
explained what is proposed to be done 
by the Bill. I explained it once on the 
Committee stage and once on the Report 
stage of the resolution. 


| dangerous enterprise, and committing 

| the country to the expenditure of a large 

(sum of money. I find from the Colonial 

| Office correspondence which has been 
issued that the Government in April, 
1899, laid “down two principles which 

| are being flatly contradicted by this Bill 
The first principle was— 


‘“* Her Majesty’s Government have never con- 
cealed their opinion that the construction of a 
Pacific cable is of greater importance to 
Australia and Canada than to the United King- 
dom, and they would not have been disposed to 
recommend Parliament to aid it but for their 
desire to afford the support and assistance of the 
| Mother Country to her great self-governing 
| colonies in a project the success of which cannot 

fail to promote Imperial unity.” 


The other principle, which, to my mind, 
very much more strongly emphasised 
ithe view of the Government, was— 


“That Her Majesty’s Government consider 
the responsibility for constructing and working 
the cable should be borne by the Governments 
of Canada and Australia, to whom any profits 
which may accrue would fall.” 


Mr. FLYNN: The hon. Member did | 


not go at any length into the reasons 
for the Bill. He did not state the 
reasons why His Majesty’s Government 
have changed their attitude with regard 
to the Bill. He did not explain why the 
colonies of Canada and Australia have 
been able to induce His Majesty's Govern- 
ment to change their policy, and why 
this country is to be committed to an 
expenditure of a capital of £2,000,000, 
and the Lord knows how much of an 
annual expenditure, without any guaran- 
tee that the cable will pay. There is 
another point on which I wish to be 
informed in the course of the discussion. 
This is the first time that the Govern- 
ment have engaged in an enterprise with 
the resources of the country at their 
back against a private enterprise— 
namely, the Eastern Telegraph Com- 
pany. I maintain that the Government 
in this matter have completely changed 
their mind in less than a couple of years, 
and it is not difficult for anyone who has 


read the proceedings of the Committee, | 


and who have followed the correspon- 
dence issued from the Colonial Office, to 
see how the Government proceeded from 


step to step until the Colonial Secretary | 


capitulated to Australia and Canada in 
order that these colonies might have a 
reduction of the tariff for cablegrams. 


I think the House is entitled to know 
what has occurred since April, 1899, to 
cause the Government to change their 
mind, and why, instead of allowing the 
responsibility for the construction and 
working of this cable to be borne by the 
Governments of Canada and Australia, 
this Government should take upon 
themselves the responsibility of con- 
tructing the cable. There is a 
clause in the Bill which places on 
this country the entire responsibility 
for the annual maintenance of the 
cable if it does not pay. It seems to me 
that the Colonial Secretary had changed 
his mind on this matter, as on many 
others, and we know that when 
the Colonial Office moves in a cer- 
tain direction the whole of the Govern- 
‘ment haveto follow. [Hear, hear.] Does 
the right hon. Gentleman dispute that 
in connection with this Bill? If he does, 
I think he should give the House an in- 
telligent argument and not an inarticu- 
late interruption. Clause 3 of the Bill 


says :— 


“The amount required in each year for the 
annual expenses of the Pacific cable, including 
any such expenses incurred before the passing 
of this Act, shall be defrayed out of the 

| receipts arising in connection with the cable, 
| and, so far as those receipts are not sufficient, 
' out of moneys provided by Parliament.” 
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I am perfectly convinced that the House; has been greatly exaggerated by those 
is not generally aware of the importance interested in this enterprise. In the 
of this matter, and that at least the | evidence brought before the Pacific Cable 
majority of the members cannot have |Committee it was shown that in Sep- 
read the correspondence which was issued | tember, 1899, the number of messages 
in 1899 and 1900. A long correspon- | exchanged between Canada and Aus- 
dence passed between the Eastern Ex- tralia was thirty-five, and, taking these 
tension Telegraph Company and the at an average of thirteen words per mes- 
Government, and the House will be in- | sage, there would be 5,460 words per 
terested to mark the proceedings. The annum, and at the present tariff of 6s. 3d. 
Telegraph Company naturally concluded | per word, that would represent £1,706 
that the Foreign Office was the authority |per annum. The House was asked to 
to whom the correspondence should be | undertake responsibility for £2,000,000 
addressed, and they accordingly ad-/of capital, and a cost of £25,000 or 
dressed their letter to the Prime Minister. | £30,000 a year for maintenance in re- 
After some weeks the Telegraph Com- | spect of an enterprise which only brings 
pany was informed that the matter was in £1,706 of revenue altogether. No 
in the hands of the Colonial Office, and | doubt the main motive in this matter 
two months passed before the Telegraph |of the Australian colonies was the 
Company got the courtesy of a reply to expected reduction of the tariff. That 
their most important communication. | would not be denied. We have no 
| objection to that, but I presume there is 
'a point at which the cable would be 
‘carried on at a loss. If the Australian 
colonies or the mother country want 
better terms and a reduction of the tariff, 
let them pay for it, and not come to the 
taxpayers of this country,who are already 
| overburdened with other charges. The 
main object is the protection of the cable. 
| They point out that on the traftic between 
telegraph system. Now, instead of this Europe and Australia the rate at one time 
Pacific cable being undertaken by a pri- | Was 9s. 4d. a word; the Australian 
vate company, relying upon the scheme colonies thought this rather high, and 
paying because of its merits, we have the they negotiated with the Eastern Tele- 
Government of the day advancing the graph Company with a view to the 
capital and pledging themselves to a large reduction of the tariff. After some time 
annual expenditure in order to compete the company agreed to a reduction of 
with the Eastern Telegraph Company. | 48-, but stipulated that they should be 
That company have provided a system | partially guaranteed by the colonies 
of telegraphic communication between | against loss. Who complained of that 
Canada and Australia which has given arrangement? The colonies! It did 
satisfaction, and with regard to which not pay, and the Australian colonies 
no complaint has been made. [An Hon. themselves reopened the matter, and, 
Memper: No.] I suppose the hon. notwithstanding the advice of the 
Member will have an opportunity of | Eastern Telegraph Company, they raised 
speaking later on, but I would ask hon. | it to the present rate of 4s. 9d. per word. 
Members’ attention to this fact that in No doubt it would be very good business 
the whole of the correspondence there is for the colonies if, at the expense of the 
no allegation on the part of the Colonial | mother country, they could get this 
Office or anybody else that the Telegraph | cable laid and get half, or even one- 
Company have not done their duty fro- third, of the present cable traffic which 
perly. They may have a monopoly to| passes through the Eastern ‘I elegraph 
some extent, but in the very last com-|Company’s cable. If only one-third of 
munication they made they state that the traffic could be diverted this cable 
they are willing to grant most reasonable would pay, but the Eastern Telegraph 
terms. They goon to state that the cable} Company would require compensation. 
traffic between Canada and Australia! Is Parliament prepared to compensate 


What is the nature of the case put for- 
ward by the Eastern Telegraph Company? 
I need not say that neither I nor any of 
my colleagues have any interest in up- 
holding a monopoly by the company, 
but we wish to oppose the proposal of the 
Government to embark on a scheme 
which is to run in direct opposition to 
private enterprise. This company have 
spent millions in the development of their 
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this company, 
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and if not, why not?| telegraph company —whether it was 
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But it is impossible for this company to | considered reasonable or otherwise. Is 


pay ; 
increasing at all. The 
colonies themselves in the last negotia- 
tions with the company had to raise the 
rate, because the lower rate resulted in a 
loss to them under their guarantee, 
and no doubt there is nothing they would 
like better than a reduction in the tariff 


at the expense of the mother country. | of your Lordship’s letter, 


The decrease in cable traffic in 1897 was 
80 per cent. on the number of words 
cabled, and it has further decreased since. 
I think this House should 
the last despatch from the Eastern 
Telegraph Company, making certain 
offers of reduction, 


was not answered, and not even referred 
to. 


Mr. AUSTEN 
Would the hon. Gentleman tell me the | 
date he refers to ? 


Mr. FLYNN: 
The offer of the cable company was this— 

‘The proposal recently submitted to the 
Australasian Colonies by the companies for 
extending the 
only provides for an immediate reduction of 
tariff to 4s. per word, but involves the applica- 
tion to the Australasian traffic of the same 
sliding-seale principle as adopted for the Cape 
traffic, by means of which the tariff might. 
without any sacrifice on the part of the Austral- 
asian Colonies, be further reduced in 1901 to 
3s. 6d. per word, to 3s. in 1902, and to 2s. 6d. 
in 1903, provided the traffic satisfactorily re- 
sponds to the proposed reductions.” 


That was a fair offer, and why is it there 
was no reference to that letter, and that 
Parliament has no information as to the 
view the Australian colonies took of 
that letter? I can quite understand 
Australia liking to get a reduction in the 
price of cable traftic, and I do not blame 
them for their action if they take the 
responsibility themselves; but the 
Eastern Telegraph Company urge that 
it will not pay on the present basis of 


work done. I understand upon the 
present amount of traffic between 
Australia and Canada what will be 


affected by this is only 5 per cent. of the 
whole, and I should think the House 
would hesitate before embarking in such 
an enterprise. I want to know some- 
thing more about this offer by the 


Mr. Flynn. 


CHAMBERLAIN : | | 


ask why | 


which offers were | 
communicated to the Australian colonies, | 


| 


September 28th, 1899. | 


Cape cable to Australia not | 


the cable traffic to Australia is not | the Government justified in embarking 
Australian | | in a large expenditure when this strong 


opposition is already at work? With 
regard to the possibilities of its paying 
a large revenue, let me read this state- 
ment from the letter of the company of 
the 19th July, 1899 :— 


“With regard to the twentieth paragraph 
I have already 
pointed out the fallacy of supposing that there 
will be a large development of revenue arising 
from the traffic between Canada and the 
United States and Australia ”— 


I would ask the House to consider the two 
branches of the subject; there is the 
amount of cable traffic between Australia 
and Canada and the amount between 
Canada and this country to be con- 
sidered— 


“or that the lowering of rates will immedi- 
| ately increase the general revenue arising from 
the Australasian traffic. I am at a loss to 
understand the statement in this paragraph 
that ‘it is from these sources’ (really non- 
existent) ‘rather than by any diversion of 
business from the Eastern Extension Company 
that the new cable will look for employment, 
and that there is no intention of working the new 
cable on other than | commercial lines, and at 
remunerative rates.’ 


Now what is the reply— 


“If His Majesty’s Government really 
imagines that the traffic between Canada and 
the United States of America and Australasia, 
together with the increased volume of business 
which a reasonable lowering of rates is ex- 
pected to produce, can give remunerative 
employment to a Pacific cable, this is an 
absolute delusion ; for the Report of the Com- 
mittee avows that, even with the diversion of 
between one-third and a half of the companies’ 
European-Australasian traffic and the esti- 
mated, and indeed over-estimated, annual 
increase of 10 per cent. (which my former 
letter showed to be greatly exaggerated), no 
profit, taking into consideration the necessity 
for a duplicate cable, can be expected from 
the scheme for at least ten years, even with 
the aid of His Majesty's Government in 
raising the money at 24 or 2} per cent. Such 
a scheme, I submit, is not ramed on com- 
mercial lines.” 


My first objection to this is that it is an 
unwarrantable interference with private 


rights. What did Mr. Raikes say ? The 
late Mr. Raikes, when Postmaster 
General, said— 


“It would be without precedent for the 
Government itself to become interested in such 
a scheme in such way as to constitute itself a 
competitor with existing commercial enterprises 
carried on by citizens of the British Empire.” 
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And the permanent official of the Post 
Office before the Cable Committee gave 
evidence to the same effect. 


The whole weight of evidence is over- 
whelmingly against the scheme. The 
whole evidence goes to prove that the 
scheme has been adopted hastily, and that 
this is a policy pledging the Govern- 
ment of this country to an expenditure 
of £2,000,000 without adequate considera- 
tion. One understands municipal enter- 
prise for the supply of such things as 
gas and water and other things now 
regarded as necessaries of life, but that 
is ‘obviously an entirely different thing 
to embarking in a scheme to which you 
were originally opposed, and in regard 
to which you have no guarantee that 
it will pay, and which, if it is to be an 
advantage, will be an advantage to 


{12 Aucaust 1901} 





Canada and Australia, but not to this 
country. We know the argument that | 
this Pacific cable will be an all-British | 
cable; but if only that is the idea, why | 
not take the cable round by way of the | 
Cape, which the Colonial Secretary 
admitted would be of great strategical | 
importance, and which the Eastern 
Telegraph Company agreed to do w ith-| 
out asking any money from this House ¢ | | 
There is not an argument left in this | 
enterprise ; it is nothing but another | 
development of the shoddy Imperialism | 
which has met us at every turn in this | 
House for the last two years. If it is | 
necessary to have the cable, why not) 
let the Colonies make it? But why make 
it at all when an existing company is | 
willing to make a communication through | | 
the Cape of Good Hope, which is ad-| 
mitted to be a more economical route ? | 
There is one thing in regard to this 
matter which one almost hesitates to 
touch, but which raises a rather curious 
aspect of the question. One of the 
prime movers in this matter is Lord 
Strathcona, who is, as everybody knows, 
aman of unimpeachable integrity, but 
it does not enhance my confidence to 
know that he is to be one of the directors 
of thisucompany, and he is largely in- 
terested in the government of Canada, and 
in the Pacific cable, and other matters. 
Now in the corporation of my native 
city such a thing as that would be looked 
upon with the gravest suspicion. [ 
think no case has been made out for this 
Bill, but that a strong case has been 





|they receive £400,000 a year. 
‘is an 
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made out against it. I think the making 
of this all-British cable has been gone 
about in the most expensive manner, 
and that after the offer made in Septem- 
ber, 1899, by the company, the embarka- 
tion in this wild-cat scheme shows in 
itself that the House is losing all its 
sense of commercial undertakings. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I regret the absence of our chief 
the hon. Member for Hythe, who is 
chairman of the Telegraph Committee. 
[ desire to tell the House in a few 
words the story of the cable communi- 
cation with Australia. In 1870, when 
Australian communication was desired, 
the firm of John Pender and Co. jockeyed 
—I am sorry to have to use the word— 
a certain portion of the Australian 


Government into constructing an enor- 
mous land line, which considerably 


increased the cost of cable ecommunica- 
tion. When that company was estab- 

lished it worked so badly and inade- 
quately that Government subsidies were 
obtained to the amount of £32,000 a 
year. When the company got their cable 
line to Australia they charged enormous 


rates, first of all £10 or £12 a message, 
which on pressure being brought to 


bear was reduced to 10s. 6d. a word, 
and then 7s. 6d. a word. Only by the 
Australian Government promising a 
| large subsidy was the rate reduced to 
4s. a word, and to-day we have got 
it down to 3s. 6d. ‘To this company 
and its satellites we in Australia 
now pay £1,200 a day for tele- 
graphing to and from England; 
That 
enormous sum, and it gives 
an enormous profit to the company. 
I know no monopoly in the world that 
is doing more injury to trade than 
the concentrated companies represented 
by the Eastern Telegraph Company and 
its six or seven satellites. Hon. members 
opposite do not realise how much our 
trade has suffered from these high cable 
charges. ‘Take the case of India; the 
rate to India has been kept at 4s. a 
word at a time when the rate to 
Australia, double the distance, is 
3s. 6d. a word. Why is that? Be- 
cause they have the whip-hand in 
competition. I once described John 
Pender and Co. as an octopus which, 
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with its tentacles in every direction, is 
sucking the life-blood out of the Empire. 
For the first time now we have an 
opportunity of establishing an alterna- 
tive line to Australia. The Pacific cable 
will stretch over a great extent of water 
and touch many islands of the Pacific 
belonging to the British Empire which 
are now without cable communication. 
The hon. Member quoted some remarks 
of Mr. Raikes against the cable. As a 
matter of fact, Mr. Raikes was one of a 


hoard of directors of a company formed | 


to construet the line from Canada to 


Australia. 1 was another of the) 
directors. I knew gthat Mr. Raikes | 
strongly believed in the project, 


{COMMONS} 





The House of Commons and the country | 


have lately come to the opinion that the 


cables of the British Empire should | 
become the property of the Govern- | 


ment. 
Empire until we have cheapened cable 
communications to the lowest possible 
limit, and so annihilated distance. 
are determined to have the cables of 
the world in the hands of the Govern- 
ment, for if the Government purchases 
them the tariff can be reduced by half. 
The hon. Member referred to the position 
of Lord Strathcona in connection with 


this cable project, and declared there was | 
Lord | 


Strathcona is well known everywhere | 


something suspicious in his action. 


for his high and honourable character. 
I know that Lord Strathcona dislikes the 


We shall never have a great | 


We! 
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now before the House as a great step 
forward towards the breaking up of one 
of the greatest monopolies the world has 
ever seen, and towards the consolidation 
of the Empire. I thank the House for 
its attention. 


Mr. O'MARA said that the hon. 
Member who had just spoken had 
referred to the fact that the cable 
companies had a great monopoly ; but 
the House should recollect that the hon. 
Gentleman had spent the greater portion 
of his life as a newspaper proprietor in 
Australia. He did not, however, contend 
that that had influenced the hon. 
Member’s views. It would be very far 
from him to attribute any such motive 
to the hon. Gentleman, who was a most 
enlightened man ; but still the fact that 
he had been a newspaper proprietor, and 
had to pay very heavy charges for cables, 
might have coloured his view somewhat 
as to the necessity for a competitive 
scheme. When the hon. Member com- 


plained of high charges he forgot to tell 


the House that for the distance the pre- 
sent charge of 4s. 9d. a word was abso- 


‘lutely the cheapest telegraph charge in 


the world. The hon. Member did not 


deny that. 


work, that he has other interests, and that | 
nothing would please him more than to | 
be relieved of it ; but he is bound by the | 
denied that for the distance 4s. 9d. was 


Government he represents to occupy a 
seat on the board. I trust therefore 


that the hon. Member will withdraw a./| 
‘complaints of the hon. Member were toa 


most unfair, ungenerous, and unfounded 
statement against the character and 


reputation of Lord Strathcona. I will! 
leave other speakers to deal with the! 


terms of the contract. 


All I know is! 


that the Canadian Government are doing | 


the lion’s share of the work. I know it is 
the intention of the Canadian Govern- | 
ment, as I hope it is of the English | 
Government also, to construct a cable | 
from England to Canada, and I look} 
forward to the day when we shall have | 
sixpenny telegrams to India, shilling | 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I de- 
cidedly deny it. The cable companies 
have always treated me with the greatest 
possible consideration, and I have no 
feeling at all against them. 


Mr. O'MARA said that it could not be 


the cheapest telegraph charge in the 
world. Therefore he thought that the 


great extent discounted. Of course 
the scheme before the House had ema- 
nated from the Colonial Office. It 
was a curious coincidence that that 
evening two schemes exemplifying the 
latest development of Imperialism should 
have been under discussion, namely, the 
Royal Titles Bill and that Bill. In 1897 
the Colonial Secretary invited the colonies 
to consider the advisability of that 
scheme. A Committee was thereupon 
appointed, not a single member of which 


telegrams to Australia, and penny tele-| had any practical acquaintance with 


grams to America. 


I am sure that that | cable or telegraph work. Two members 


day will come ; and I regard the scheme | of the Committee were Englishmen, and 


Mr. Henniker Heaton. 
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four were colonials. 
mittee were very carefully chosen, and 
they reported as favourably as they pos- 


Pacific Cable 
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Of course the Com- | 


sibly could in accordance with the wishes | 


of the Colonial Secretary. His point was 
that the Colonial Secretary was alone re- 
sponsible for the Committee, and that 
the scheme was the outcome of his 


Imperialism. As he had stated, the Com- 
mittee reported as favourably as they | 


possibly could, but even that Report 
ought to have opened the eyes of any 
ordinary business man as to the business 
side of the scheme. The Committee re- 
ported that the scheme would lose in the 
first year £12,000, after spending in con- 
struction between £1,500,000 and 
£1,800,000 ; but by assuming an in- 
crease of ten per cent. in the business, 
the Committee stated that the scheme 
might pay in some indefinite number of 
years. He desired to lay particular stress 
on that. In fact, the Report was so 
unfavourable that it was hung up in the 
Colonial Office for two and a-half years, 
and did not see the light of day until the 
very end of the session, when the Colonial 
Secretary now tried to smuggle it 
through without sufficient discussion. 
With reference to the business aspect of 
the scheme, there was no doubt what- 
ever that even at the lower rate of 
3s. 6d. per word there was not sufficient 
business to pay for two cables to 
Australia. In addition to that, it 
should be remembered that, apart 
from the scheme before the House, there 
would be another cable to Australia 
which was to be laid down by the 
Eastern Telegraph Company from the 
Cape. Accordingly, if that scheme 
were to be carried out, there would 
be three cables, and they would 


not be able to pay their working 
expenses. Of course it would be a great 


advantage to the colonial Governments, 
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be said by any hon. Member who had 
studied the ofticial documents that the 
cable would ever be able to pay its way, 
or ever be anything but a source of ex- 
pense to the English Government, and 
an advantage to the colonies, who never 
subscribed to any Imperial project what- 
ever. 


To his mind there ought to be some 
give and take when a scheme of this 
kind was initiated. But there was no 
give and take in this matter; nor, in 
fact, was there any give and take in 
all the exhibitions of Imperialism we 
had had from the colonies. The Colonial 
Secretary was now endeavouring to rush 
through the scheme, but according to 
the documents he had, only a few years 
ago, no great wish for it. Writing in 
1899 to the Governor General of Canada 
he said that he did not regard the scheme 
as urgent. Therefore he could not 
understand why it should not be post- 
poned until next session. The right 
hon. Gentleman also stated that the 
cable would be of comparatively small 
advantage to England, as ene of its 
terminals would be in Canada and the 
other in Australia, and it would be 
administered by the colonies. The right 
hon. Gentleman also stated that the offer 
of a subsidy of £20,000 a year for twenty 
years was fair and generous; and he 
could not understand what arguments 
had since been used to induce the 
Colonial Secretary to exceed that offer. 
Instead of £20,000 for twenty years, 
they were now asked to embark on a 
scheme which would involve the guaran- 
tee of an unlimited amount of money, and 
there was, in his opinion, no possible 
reason why the offer of the Colonial 


/Secretary in 1897 should have been 


' exceeded. 


The most ridiculous part of 


'the whole scheme was the creation of 


and to colonists generally, to have low | 
cable rates, but he could not see what | 
benefit it would be to the mother country. | 
A few individual firms who had business | 


relations with the colonies might benefit, 


‘Canada by two, 


but he could not see what benefit would | 


be conferred on the taxpayers of the 
country. 
reduction of rates was concerned, the 
colonies would benefit, but England 
would not, and as for any chance of the 


Consequently, as far as the) 


a board to control and work the cable. 
That board was to contain a very large 
majority of colonial members. England 
would be represented by three members, 
New South Wales, 
Victoria, and Queensland by two, and 
New Zealand by one. There would 
therefore be five colonial members, as 


‘against three representatives of the 


home Government. He asked the House 
if that was a fair representation for the 


scheme ever making a profit, it could not home Government, which proposed to 


\ 


. 
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build the cable without any help from the 
colonies? He said that it was not. 
Then it appeared that the board would 


take sole possession of the cable. It was | 


very remarkable indeed that the pro- 
perty of the home Government should 
be handed over to a board containing 
a majority of colonists to be used for the 
purposes of the colonies. The colonies, 
of course, would know that any loss 
would not fall very largely on them, and 
accordingly they would not use the cable 


in an ordinary commercial manner ; 
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| without parliamentary sanction to carry 


out his ideas. He had no intention of 
impeaching the personal character of 
the right hon. Gentleman, but it was a 
strange thing that general suspicion was 
aroused by any act of his which was not 
fully disclosed to the public. 

4 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): On a point of order. Is the hon. 
Member justified in casting imputations 

‘of personal motives on the Colonial 
Secretary } 


and they would have every possible | 


interest in reducing the rates, possibly 
to the point mentioned by the hon. 
Member for Canterbury. The result 
would be a loss of hundreds of thousands 
of pounds, which the home Government 
would have to meet. 
understand how such unbusinesslike 
machinery had been set up by the 
Colonial Secretary, who was reputed to 
have such a businesslike mind. The 


members of the committee could have | 


no possible idea of how to manage a cable, 
or how to let out contracts for repairs 
and other matters. He would have to 
move several Amendments in Committee 
to that portion of the scheme in order 
to protect the property of the taxpayers. 

There was one point in regard to 
the Bill which struck him, and that was 
that it sought to cover up something 
which had been already done. In fact it 
was an Indemnity Bill in connection with 
contracts which had _ been _ illegally 
entered into. When the resolution was 
in Committee the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer stated that the contracts had 
been already entered into, although the 
House of Commons had not approved of 
them. The Bill also provided for the 
repayment of temporary loans for the 
purposes of the cable. That was the 
first information they had had of any 
loans in connection with the matter, and 
it was most illegal. He should like to 
know what these loans were for, and why 
they had been raised. They had no 
knowledge of those matters, and yet they 
were expected, with their eyes shut, to 
indemnify the Treasury and the Colonial 
Secretary for raising money without 
the sanction of Parliament. They had 
a right to know how far the House was 
already committed to the scheme, and 
how far the Colonial Secretary went 


Mr. O'Mara. | 


He could not, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


was getting very near the line. 


Mr. O’MARA said he did not impute 
any personal motives to the right hon, 
Gentleman. His point was that con- 
tracts had been illegally entered into, 
and money illegally raised, before the 
passage of the Act, and that such trans. 
actions had not been disclosed to Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons, although 
they were now asked to pass an indem- 
nity measure. The right hon. the 
Colonial Secretary had put forward the 
claim in support of the subsidy that this 
would be an all-British line, but he 
understood that there was an exclusive 
contract between the Canadian Pacific 
Railway and the Commercial Cable 
Company under which telegrams would 
have to pass over American lines. He 
therefore wished to know whether this 
cable was to be worked entirely by 
British subjects and whether any ar- 
rangements had been entered into in 
regard to rates. The Colonial Secretary 
had evidently surrendered himself body 
and soul to the colonies in this matter, 
and he only wished to say that the 
scheme was a hairbrained one for pro- 
viding money to the colonies, who were 
very well able to look after themselves, 
for an enterprise which would involve a 
heavy burden on this country for the 
next fifty years. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Any- 
one who has sat in this House for the 
last three-quarters of an hour must have 
felt that the hon. Member who has just 
sat down was not so much concerned 
with the Bill as in making or insinuating 


charges against the Colonial Secretary. 


I do not think it necessary to’ take up 
the time of the House by even alluding 
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to these aspersions. I shall deal with{ not bear any reduction of rates, that it 
the issue before the House--what are,| did not pay at the present time, and 
in the opinion of the Government, the | that they could not afford to make the 
merits of the agreement? But before | concessions which the colonies and 
going to that I must say a word as to) correspondents in this country desired. 
what has been said with regard to the | I do not think it desirable that our cable 
connection of Lord Strathcona with this) communications should remain under 
Bill. My hon. friend below the gangway | the control of one company. It was only 
said truly that everyone here respects and | when competition had become almost a 
admires Lord Strathcona as he is re-| certainty that the Eastern Telegraph 
spected in Canada. But it is cruel to| Company, whose subsidies had amounted 
make use of the fact that he has been/| to over a million sterling, offered con- 
selected to represent the Government | cessions they had never contemplated 
on the Pacific Cable Board in order to | before in order to avert that competition. 
bring charges against him. Is it to be contended that, because we 
have helped that company so much, we 
Mr. FLYNN: I made no charges! must not help any other enterprise ! 
against Lord Strathcona. All I said 
was that his Lordship should not have 
been a director named in this Bill, while | 
he was at the same time, and had been | 
for years, a director of the Commercial | 
Cable Company. 





I have been asked whether, in agreeing 
to help to make this cable, we have taken 
|the precautions we would take if we 
| were dealing with a subsidised company 
as to Government messages and British 
employees. Of course, British employees 
would be employed by the Pacifie Cable 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I! Board. Not being in the position of men 
think the hon. Member’s memory de-| running a purely commercial business, 
ceives him. I think I need not say that | the representatives of the British colonies 
Lord Strathcona’s reputation stands too | and of the British Government did not 
high to be affected by anything the hon. | require to be tied down in the same way 
Member has said. The history of this | as a commercial company would. In the 
Bill is, shortly, this. For many years| same way, too, as regards Government 
the Australian colonies have been com-| messages, it will probably be convenient 
plaining of the high rates and of the | that they should go at half rates, as they 
insufficient service they have received, | do under most of our cable agreements. 
and they, together with the Dominion | But that matter is of much less conse- 
of Canada, have been anxious for a} quence when the cable is owned by us, 
further cable connection to be con-| for the profits, instead of going to some- 
structed between this country and Aus- | body else, as they do when we are dealing 
tralia, via Canada, which should touch | with a commercial company. will come 
only on British soil, and should have! back to us. It does not matter so much, 
all the safeguards which attach to that | therefore, whether we pay the full rates 
condition. That is no new idea; it has|or half rates on Government messages. 
been the subject of resolutions in two|I have also been asked what payments 
separate colonial conferences. The] have already been made. Roughly, they 
object of His Majesty’s Government has} amount to £290,000, due to the con- 
been to secure an all-British cable, which | tractors in accordance with the condi- 
would safeguard our interests in time of | tion named in the contract. This is the 
war, and in time of peace facilitate | first time when our great self-governing 
British trade, which would come from a] colonies have approached this country 
reduced tariff. The Eastern Telegraph | with a proposal for combined action in a 
Company and its allies had, since this| great commercial undertaking. They 
proposal had taken practical shape, and| have done it in the hope of promoting 
since His Majesty’s Government had |inter-British trade, of increasing inter- 
expressed their willingness to co-operate | British intercourse, and I think we 
with the colonies in laying  this| would have ill responded to the feeling 
cable, offered terms which  they/| which animated our countrymen if we 
never offered before. They had con-| had not met their advances in a friendly 
tended, earlier, that the traffic would | spirit. His Majesty’s Government would 
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be loth at any time to refuse altogether | 
to consider proposals of such a nature | 
seriously put forward by our great | 
colonial Governments. We hold that | 
this country has an interest, if not as | 
great as that of the colonies, at any rate 
a great interest, in promoting these trade 
communications and increasing these 
cable facilities. We hold that the con- 
struction of this cable will be of material 
advantage to us in time of war, and we 
ask the House to ratify the agreement 
we have made and to carry out the under- 
taking which has already been ratified | 
by every colonial Government concerned | 
—an undertaking which will form, I 
hope, a lasting and successful monument | 
to the co-operation between the colonies 
and the mother country. I look upon it 
as one of the most fruitful and hopeful | 
schemes that has come before us in 
recent times, and I warmly recommend 
it to the House. 


Pacific Cabie 








Mr. DILLON: A certain bitterness of | 
tone seems to have been imported into | 
the discussion by the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury which I do not propose | 
to follow. But I wish to say a few| 
words as to the observations which my 
hon. friend the Member for Cork has 
made as to the connection of Lord Strath- 
cona with this cable. All that my hon. | 
friend said was that Lord Strathcona | 
was a director of the Commercial Cable 
Company, and that, under the circum- 
stances, it would have been better if | 
someone had been placed on the board | 
who had not direct financial profits to be | 
derived from the decisions of the board. 
What did the Secretary to the Treasury | 
say when he came to justify this extra- 
ordinary new departure? That com- 
plaints had been made for many years 
by the colonies of the excessive cable 
rates. No doubt ; but have there been 
no complaints in Great Britain and 
Ireland of excessive railway rates? The 
hon. gentleman further said the object 
of the Bill was to secure the advantages 
of British trade which would accrue from 
reduced cable rates. Might he not turn 
his attention to the great advantages 
which would accrue from reduced railway 
rates ? All we contend for in our oppo- 
sition to this Bill is some more satisfac- | 
tory explanation of the grounds on | 
which the Government Justify this | 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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departure from the well-established poliey 
of the country. That policy has been 
that when under the sanction of the law 
private capital has been invested in 
enterprises the Government of the 
country should not use public money 
or sanction the use of rates by local 
authorities to compete with those private 
undertakings. It is on that ground that 
London has never been permitted to 
obtain its own water supply without 
reference to the water companies. On 
what logically defensible grounds can the 
Government justify the application to the 
industry of cable-laying of a totally 
different principle to that which js 
applied to private enterprises at home ! 
Why was it last year when the Govern- 
ment proposed to compete with the 
Telephone Company the whole of the 
House of Commons and the country 
were turned upside down? Even the 
Minister, one of the ablest on the Trea- 
sury Bench, has, I believe, suffered 
severely in his position because he was 
inclined to give some effect to the prin- 
ciple of using public funds to compete 
against a monopoly. I am a strong 
supporter of municipal enterprise, but 
it is a new experience for me to hear the 
Tory party denouncing monopolies and 
advocating the principle that public 
funds may be legitimately used to compel 
those monopolies to reduce their rates. 
Are we to expect this new policy to be 
applied to Irish railways, shipping com- 
panies, and other matters in which home 
trade is interested ? If the Government 
have made up their minds to sanction 
the use of public money for the purpose 
of freeing the public from so-called 
monopolies, it would be much better to 
act on the old maxim that charity begins 
at home. It is said that the Eastern 
Cable Company is a monopoly, but that 
is not so in the true sense of the word: 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: They 
have a monopoly of landing rights in 
Egypt and other parts of the world. 


Mr. DILLON: Then surely the 
Government can give other companies 
equal rights. It is not a monopoly to 
so ‘great an extent as that of the railway 
companies of this country. To justify 
such a proposal on the ground that they 
are beating down a monopoly is a most 
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unprecedented course for a Government | 
to take. According to a letter written | 
by Lord Tweeddale to the Colonial Office 
on 19th June, 1899, Mr. Leonard 
Courtney, when Secretary to the Trea- | 
sury, said— 

“Tt would be highly inexpedient to encour- 
age on light grounds competition against a com- | 
ny in the position of the Eastern Telegraph 
mpany, which has embarked much capital in 
existing lines.” 


If ever there was a man who was not a 
friend of monopolies, it was Mr. Leonard 
Courtney, and yet that is the view held | 
by him. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : [assure 
the hon. Member that we cannot con- 
struct a telegraph line to India or Egypt, 
because of the monopoly of the Eastern 
Telegraph Company. 


Mr. DILLON: Then let the hon. 
Member apply to the Government to 
abolish that monopoly. If the Govern- 
ment are so enthusiastically in favour 
of abolishing monopolies and reducing 
rates, why do they not start a steamship 
line in opposition to the P. and O. Com- 
pany ? What is the distinction between 
a steamship company and a cable com- 
pany? In view of the necessity of 
manning the British Navy,there is much 
more to be said in favour of establishing 
a steamship service with the colonies, in 
order to give British trade the great 
advantage of cheap freights, than can 
be said for the present proposal. Every 
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force to the setting up by the Govern- 
ment of steamship lines. The Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, in reply to a 
deputation, said— 


“If any Government were mad enough, or 
the Cabinet were inclined to allow any Govern- 
ment to spend the money of the taxpayers in 
order to enter into competition for the purpose 
of destroying private industry, the position 
would be a dangerous one.” 


That is precisely what the Government 


are at now. Apparently the Govern- 
ment have gone “ mad,’’ because, accord- 
ing to the provisions of this Bill, the 
House of Commons is asked to sanction 
the very thing which the Colonial Secre- 
tary described as “ madness.” I main- 
tain that the proposal now submitted to 
the House of Commons is entirely with- 
out precedent, and is revolutionary in 
its character, and I think we are entitled 
to demand that if such principles‘ are 
to be admitted at all they should first 
be applied at home, so that we might 
obtain relief from the railway and other 
excessive rates which interfere so 
grievously with our trade. 


Mr. Fietp (Dublin, St. Patrick) rose 
to continue the debate, when 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.’ 


argument in favour of establishing this. The House divided:—Ayes, 167 ; 
Pacific Cable applies with even stronger Noes, 77. (Division List No. 459.) 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


| Dorington, Sir John Edward 
| Douglas, Rt; Hon, A. Akers- 


Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


! Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ( Manch’r 
Fieluen, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S W 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 


Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd | 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hogy, Lindsay 

Holland, Wm. Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants. Fareham 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. ten. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 


Question put accordingly, ‘ That the} The 
Bill be now read a second time.” 


{COMMONS} 


| Maclver, Daxid (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire | 


Majendie, James A. H 


| Mather, William 


Chas. Seale- | 


Maxwell, RtHnSirHE.(Wigt’n | 


| Mitchell, William 
| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mst’w | 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 


More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire 


| Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter K. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. ery 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw. Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 


! 


| TELLERS 


Ritechie,Rt.Hn.Chas.Thomson | 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden; Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘ Kenna, Reginald 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P.J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 


Noes, 59. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. | Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Arrol. Sir William 





Bill. 


Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col.ThosMyles 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A belH. (Hertford, East), 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb, Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand), 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirCEH (Sheffield 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wood, Sir J. T. (Hudderstield) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, James(Rose’mm’n,N.. 


| O’Malley, William 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


' O’Shee, James John 


Partington, Oswald 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, Wim. (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,J A(G)l’morgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN. 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley,George( Yorks, W.R. 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| 
| 


| 


House 
(Division List No. 460.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


divided :—Ayes, 183; 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Ba!four, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r} 
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Balt 
Balt 
Bat 
Bell 
Bho 
Big 
Big’ 
Blu 
Bro: 
Bull 
Bur 
Cald 
Cars 
Cave 
Cay: 
Chat 
Chai 
Chay 
Char 
Clare 
Cog 
Cohe 
Collis 
Colst 
Corb: 
‘Cran 
Cross 
Davi 
Dick: 
Dilke 
Dorit 
Doug 
Doxt« 
Duke 
Durn 
Dyke 
Felloy 
Ferg 
Field 
Finla 
Fishe 
Flann 
Foste 
Foste: 
Gard 
Godsc 
Gordc 
Gord¢ 
Gorst 
Gosch 
Gould 
Grant 
Green 
Grevil 
Grove 
Gurd 
Haml 
Hamil 
Hanbi 
Hard) 


~~ h 
arr 

Bola 4 
Boyle, 
Camp! 
Chanr 
Clancy 
Cogan 


Condo 
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eux 


»pford- 
+hapel) 
Myles 
rd T. 

l, East), 
neside 
narks. 
trand), 


merset 


Napier 
(Univ. 


[urray 


eftield 
- Lyne 
lmer 

Jorset) 
meth) 


<, Mid. 
(Bath 
stield) 
eorge 


YES— 
d and 


N.) 
n’n,N.. 


ford} 


xower 
rh’nN. 
nayT. 


N.) 
W.R. 


OES— 
L Mr. 


183 ; 


i 
tzRov 


nch’r} 
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Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Bathurst. Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bell, Richard 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwoed, James | 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Bull, William James | 
Burns, John 
Caldwell, James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J.Austen (Wore. | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Deuglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson.Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,Sir Michael (Lond. Univ. | 
Foster, PhilipS.{Warwick,S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Helme, Norval Watson 


| Horniman, Frederick John % 


| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 

| Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 

| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


, Cullinan, J. 
| Delany, William 


| Doogan, P. C. 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Strachey, Edward 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt.Hn. J. G.(Oxf. Univ. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 


Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis | Lowestoft) 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Tennant, Harold John 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. | Thomas,J A (Glamorgan,Gower 
Macdona, John Cumming | Thornton, Perey M. 

Maclver, David (Liverpool) | Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim, E.) Tritton, Charles Ernest 
M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) Valentia, Viscount 

Majendie, James A. H. Vincent. ColSirC. E.H. (Sheffield 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n |» Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Mitchell, William White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-Lyne 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Morton, E. J.C. (Devonport) Wills, Sir Frederick 

Moss, Samuel Wilson, Fred. W. ( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
Wyndham,’Rt. Hon. George 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


THE AYES— 
and 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir William Walrond 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Crean, Eugene Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 


Daly, James 
Dillon, John 
Duffy, William J. 


Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.)| Power, Patrick 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’Mara, James 





Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) stated that there 
were some points on which he and those 
with whom he was acting were beaten 
in Committee, and they were quite pre- 
pared to accept the decisions of the Com- 
mittee in most cases where they were 
beaten, provided that the same principle 
was observed in other directions when 
proposals were defeated in Committee. 
It would be very unfair, however, that 
they should not be allowed to re-open 
points, if all the points in which they 
succeeded in carrying the judgment of 
the Committee were to be again reviewed. 
He begged to move the Amendment 
standing in his name. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 12, to leave out from the 
word ‘class’ to the word * factories,’ in line 14, 
inclusive.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.: 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuiz, Croydon) said it was quite 
impossible for him to give the right hon. 
Baronet a general undertaking that the 
points on which he and those with whom 
he was associated succeeded in Com- 
mittee would be accepted now by the 
House. There were one or two points | 
with which he would be bound to ask the | 
House to disagree. 


{COMMONS} 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.} 
O'Malley, William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 


Baronet placed him in an 
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| Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, DrEC)Monagh’n, N 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
| TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Capt. 
Donelanand Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien. 


Joseph 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he did not 
expect any general undertaking on the 
matter. He was glad to hear that there 
were only one or two points on which the 
House would be asked to disagree with 
the decisions of the Committee. He 
begged leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire), in 
moving the next Amendment, quoted 
from the Report of the Chief Inspector 
of Factories to show that the lady 
inspectors specially desired that the 
Secretary of State should have the power 
referred to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn Clause 9, page 6, line 5, at end to in- 
sert, ‘(2) The Secretary of State shall, by special 
order, determine what is sufficient and suitable 
accommodation within the meaning of this sec- 
tion.’ ”’—(Mr. Tennant.) 


Question, “‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put and agreed to. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE moved an 
Amendment on Clause 12, in order to 
give greater safety to persons working 
near machinery in motion. The Com- 
mittee had substituted eighteen inches 
for twelve inches. He did not see that 
this was a necessary change, and, while 
he did not wish to divide the House, he 
begged to move the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed.— 

“In page 7, line 24, to leave out the word 
‘eighteen,’ and insert the word ‘twelve.’”— 
(Str Charles Dilke.) 

Question proposed, ** That the word 
‘ eighteen ° stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the right hon. 
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position. He refrained from taking) Operatives were agreed that there would 
positive action in regard to a matter with | be a great deal of hardship if cleaning was 
which he was not content on the under-| not allowed under large portions of the 
standing that the proposal he now made! machines which did not move, and in 
would be accepted. He really wished connection with which there was no 
the right hon. Baronet would allow the | danger whatever. 
House to decide. In the original Bill | 
the word was “twelve,” but it was| Amendment proposed— 
altered to eighteen because the argument | «qn page 8, line 14, after the word ‘power,’ 
was largely used on both sides that there | to insert the words, ‘ provided that the Secre- 
nasa portion of the ‘frames of ‘the My of State may by perl are exept any 
machines included in the twelve inches | fay place under such aenbaneey rage the 
which ought not to be included. It was visions of this sub-section.’ ”—(Mr. Harwood.) 
stated that if the word “ eighteen ”’ were 
inserted in the Bill the work could be) Question proposed, “ That those words 
done without increasing the danger of be there inserted.”’ 
the people engaged at the machines. 
Of course, if the right hon. Baronet’) *Mr. RITCHIE said the hon. Gentle- 
moved the Amendment he would vote man who moved the Amendment had 
for ‘* eighteen.” only told the House what he proposed to 
do in regard to machinery which was not 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE said twelve in motion. He had omitted to state that 
was the space recommended by the fac- he proposed also to allow the cleaning of 
tories inspector. He would not press machinery in motion. Under the Bill 


the matter to a division. there was no alteration of the law in 
regard to this point. The hon. Gentle- 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. man proposed to repeal what had been 


the law since 1895, or previous to that— 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE moved the —he was not sure—and to allow the 
insertion of words in Clause 13 for the cleaning of moving machinery with the 
purpose of giving to young persons pro- sanction of the Secretary of State. He 
tection against accidents in certain cir- was not desirous that the Secretary of 
cumstances where he considered they State should be burdened with that re- 
were not properly protected. He would sponsibility. The Committee carefully 
not divide the House on this Amend- | considered this matter, and decided to 
ment, but he called attention to the retain the provision which the hon. 
matter in order that they might know | Gentleman wished to repeal. 


ey ee Mr. HARWOOD: The law is broken. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 8, line 8, after the word ‘ child,’ to 


insert the words ‘or young person.’ ”—(Sir 
Charles Dilke. ) 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It is an undesirable 


thing that the law should be broken. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said it was of importance that means 
*Str CHARLES DILKE said he would | of exit should be provided, but he thought 
not press the Amendment, which was, | the clause would be somewhat marred 
by leave, withdrawn. and an injustice would be done to owners 
| if Sub-section 7 were retained in the Bill. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) moved an) If a man built a factory and spent money 
Amendment on Clause 13, modifying the | in making a large portion of it fire-proof 
provision which makes it illegal for any | to enable workpeople to get out of that 
young person to clean under any portion | special place where they were employed, 
of machinery in motion. He pointed| he thought the occupier of that section 
out that machinery was in many in-| of the factory should be equally as re- 
stances so constructed that one part | sponsible as the owner in seeing that the 
moved while another part did not. | means of exit were not barred by the 
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placing of things on the staircase, and 
that he should be equally responsible to 
the factory inspector in case they did not 
comply with the Act. This was an ad- 
mirable Bill, but he feared that in many 
cases there would be injustice, and, if he 
might say so, anomalies and hardships, 
on various tenants who worked under 
its provisions. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would consider the point, and 
that he would amend the clause so that 
the actual occupiers of fire-proof factories 
would be equally responsible with the 
owners. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 5, to leave out Sub-section 
(7) of Clause 14.”—(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it would be im-| 


pos ible to place on individual tenants 
a responsibility which must rest on the 
owner. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said a 
good deal of apprehension existed in regard 
to buildings not commenced before the 
commencement of the Act. It would be 
very unfair to put existing factories at 
the mercy of some of the bye-laws which 
might be adopted. Supposing the bye- 
laws insisted upon every factory providing 
an outside staircase for use in case of fire, 
in the case of some buildings it would be 
almost impossible to carry out this pro- 


vision without buying the adjoining 
property. Hethought that some oppor- 
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place in old or new buildings there ought 
to be some escape for the people inside 
those buildings. No doubt it would be a 
hardship if the local authorities were to 
make bye-laws involving great structural 
alterations in old buildings. There is, 
however, sufficient protection against 
action of this kind, because it is assumed 
that the local authority would be reason- 
able, and the Local Government Board, 
who have to confirm those bye-laws, 
would exercise scme reasonable super- 
| vision over a matter of this kind. My 
| hon. friend is mistaken in supposing that 
the local authorities are inclined to make 
bye-laws which would necessitate great 
structural alterations. Their bye-laws 
might provide in some cases for a 
| moveable fire escape, which could easily 
‘be done. The one essential thing, 
however, is that in all factories there 
should be some means of escape. 





*Mr. TOMLINSON said that after 
these explanations he would ask leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he did 
not know whether it was possible to make 
the amendment he desired at this stage, 
jor whether the Government would 
undertake to make an alteration in 
another place. In order to give the 
right hon. Gentleman an opportunity 
of expressing his views upon the question 
he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 17, after the word ‘is,’ to 
insert the words ‘so constructed or.’ ”—(Sir 
Charles Dilke.\ 


tunity should be given of the owner | 


being heard against 
arbitrary requirements. 


Amendment proposed— 

**In page 10, line 20, after the word ‘ work- 
shop,’ to insert the words ‘the construction or 
rebuilding of which was not commenced before 
the commencement of this Act.’”—(Mr. Tom- 
linson. ) 


Question proposed, * That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: | am sure my hon, 
friend will admit that whether a fire takeg 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


what might be | 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am not prepared 
to say whether there is anything in the 
particular point which the hon. 
Baronet has raised, but I will undertake 
_to consider it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
| Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 


said his object in moving this alteration 
was that there had always seemed to him 
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to be an enormous number of very trivial | 
returns of accidents which could not be 
of any use to the office or any benefit to 
statisticians. The present law was that 
if any person was away for five hours | 
in any one of the three days succeeding | 
an accident, that accident had to be 
reported. A representative of the Home 
Office stated that as many as 80,000 
accidents, under the provisions of the 
Factory Acts and the Mines Regulation | 
Acts, were reported in one year. He | 
remembered that upon one occasion | 
they wanted particulars in regard to | 
a certain class of accidents, but they | 
were told that the great number of acci- 
dents sent in made it almost impossible | 
to classify them. With the view of | 
inviting the right hon. Gentleman to} 
state his views upon this matter, he 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 2, to leave out from the 
word ‘him,’ to the word ‘work,’ in line 4, 
inclusive, in order to insert the words ‘from | 
being employed after the expiry of the three 
working days next after the occurrence of the | 
accident.’ ’—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 
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dents occurred, such as the recent 
accident with a torpedo, in which no- 
body was hurt, and which were not 
reported in consequence. He thought 
the word “accident ’ ought to cover 
instances where explosions took place 
of a very dangerous nature, although 
no person was hurt. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend who 
moved this Amendment has referred 
to the clause which was dropped in 
Committee. I admitted at the time 
that the law with regard to these 
accidents was not satisfactory, and | 


| stated before that I should be very glad 


to see—and I hope that it may be my 
privilege to deal with it—some much 
more uniform system adopted. It would 
be better if we had some more uniform 
system of reporting accidents. There 
are accidents which occur in mines and 


| quarries as to which there is no stan- 


dard at all, and | am told that the present 
law is such that not more than one 
accident in ten is reported. This seems 
to me to call for an amendment of the 
law generally, and I think if we dealt 
with it partly by the clause in the Bill 
we might hamper ourselves when we 
had an opportunity of dealing with the 
I hope 


| my hon. friend will be content with the 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he hoped that the Home Secretary would | 
adhere to the words of the Bil!, because 
the present standard of accidents had | 
been in operation now for many years, 
and both inspectors and medical officers 
had adapted themselves to it. The 
present standard was recognised to bea 
reasonable one, and a great compliment 
had been paid to that standard, because 
several Continental Governments had 
adopted it as a basis of calculation. In 
those days when they wanted a common 
standard it would be a great mistake to 
alter the practice and do away with the 
excellent work in statistical matters 
which the Home Office had shown itself 
so capable of doing. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE pointed out 


assurance that the matter is not likely 


to be lost sight of. Although I agree 
that the Amendment is a reasonable 
one, I would ask him not to press it, 
but to take my assurance that we hope 
to be able to deal with the matter in a 
more comprehensive way. 


Sm FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said there was evidence that many 
accidents happened in coal mines which 
| did not cause loss of life or limb. The 
| workpeople felt that those accidents 
| ought to be reported, because, although 
|perhaps no mischief might arise in any 

given case, a similar accident on another 
| occasion might cause loss of life. 


| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


that the word ‘‘ accident ”’ did not seseed, Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said the 


explosions, however violent, where there 
was no actual damage or injury done 
to the persons employed. It often 
happened that there were serious acci- 





object of the Amendment he desired 
to move was to prevent accidents being 


hushed up by employers, and to ensure 
/that the onus should not rest entirely 
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on the occupiers. It was only reason- 
able that the person who employed 
labour should be the person to report 
injuries to workmen under his charge. 
It was absolutely necessary that he 
should give notice in order to prevent 
recurring accidents, because if notice 
of an accident was given it was to be 
hoped the inspector would have the 
cause thereof removed. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 6, after the word ‘district,’ 
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tion in any building brought about either by 
decay or want of proper skilled attention, the 


| person responsible shall be the immediate 


to insert the words ‘and such notice shall in all | 


cases be given by the immediate employer of 
the injured person.’ ”—( Mr. Louis Sinc'air.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This is an Amend- 
ment which cannot possibly be accepted. 
Under the existing law it is the occupier 
of the factory or workshop who is 
required to send in notice, and in my 
opinion it is essential to the working 
ot the Factory Acts that that should 
continue to be so. If we were to adopt 
the proposal of my hon. friend it would 
mean in many factories that the work- 
man who employed other people below 
him to do certain work would be the 
person responsible for reporting—a work- 
man would have to make the report. 
[ think the occupier ought to be the 
responsible person, and if you insert 
any other person you will greatly injure 
the working of the Acts. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that, if 
machinery was not kept in proper 
and effective order, injury might be 
caused to the people working it. It was 
therefore absolutely necessary that the 
responsibility for having 
machines should lie upon the employer 
of labour, and that he should see that 
the place in which the machine was 
kept was fitted for the purpose. He 
begged to move the second part of the 
Amendment of which he had given 
notice. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 26, after the word 
pounds,’ to insert as a new sub-clause, ‘(6) 
n case of any defective machinery or construc- 


Br. Louis Sinelair. 


effective | 


employer, and not the owner or occupier.’ ”— 
(Mr. Lovis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This is as bad as the 

other, if not worse. My hon. friend 
would now place on some subsidiary 
workman the responsibility for all the 
plant and machinery. That has only 
to be stated to show that it is quite 
impossible to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR 
any such object. 


disclaimed 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RENSHAW moved to omit the 
word “noon” in order to insert “ one 
o’clock in the afternoon.”” This Amend- 
ment raised probably the most im- 
portant question to be decided in the 
course of that night's proceedings. 
The proceedings in the Grand Committee 
on the day when this clause was amended 
were such as to warrant the House in 
reconsidering the decision then arrived 
at. The Committee had been sitting 
on Mondays and Thursdays, but, in 
order to get the Bill through, it was 
suggested the Committee should meet 
on Tuesday, 26th July. This was done, 
but unfortunately two other Committees, 
in which members interested in trade 
questions were concerned, were meeting 
at the same time, and a considerable 
number of members were prevented 
from attending the Grand Committee 
on Trade. Only about one-half of the 
members of the Committee were present, 
and the decision he now asked the 
House to reverse was arrived at by 
twenty-one votes against thirteen. Only 
half the members were present when the 
matter was under consideration, and the 
Amendment which the House was now 
asked to reconsider was only carried 
by a third of the members of the Grand 
Committee. It was represented, in the 
course of the short discussion which 
took place, by the hon. Member for 
Bolton, that there was considerable 
unanimity of opinion between employers 
and employed in Lancashire on the 








513 


mat 
tha 
Lar 
nur 
tha 
exis 
con 
wol 
gui 
anc 
pro 
tict 
the 
tra 
hac 
to 

hov 
affe 
bee 
He 
and 
jut 
one 
Du 


—0 


as t 
kee! 
trac 
dou 
limi 
exte 
all ¢ 
has 
mal 
opp 
and 
by ; 
As 

com 
call 
con 
Con 
in 
be | 
gre: 
wor 
are 
fata 
It 

diff 
Was 
but 
or 

the 
car 
int 
Wh 
it 
cha 
bee 


res} 








512 


ther by 
lon, the 
mediate 
ae 


> words 


as the 
friend 
sidiary 
all the 
s only 
; quite 
rent. 


laimed 


wn. 


iit the 
one 
mend- 
st im- 
in the 
dings. 
mittee 
ended 
use in 
rrived 
sitting 
ut, in 
it was 
meet 
done, 
ittees, 
trade 
eeting 
erable 
vented 
mittee 
of the 
esent, 
d the 
at by 
Only 
en the 
id the 
s now 
arried 
trand 
n the 
which 
r for 
erable 
loyers 
1 the 











513 


matter. But the petition he presented 
that day signed by 1,040 employers in 
Lancashire, representing an enormous 
number of spindles and looms, showed 
that that unanimity did not really 
exist. He would ask the House to 
consider whether in that matter it 
would be safe to take Lancashire as a 
guide for all the industries of the country, 
and whether it was right that a highly- 
prosperous trade carried on in one par- 
ticular part of the country should be 
the criterion to be applied to all other 
trade and industries. Representations 
had been made to him and, he was sure, 
to many other hon. members showing 
how seriously particular trades would be 
affected by the Amendment which had 
been carried in the Grand Committee. 
He would refer particularly to the jute 
and flax trades. With reference to the 
jute trade, he had received a letter from 
one of the most important jute firms in 
Dundee—Messrs. Cox Brothers, Limited 
—of which the following was an extract— 
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“You are doubtless aware that India as well 
as the Continent has been for many years in 
keen competition with Dundee in the jute 
trade. With abundance of cheap labour the 
double shift system and the absence of time 
limits our competitors have been and still are 
extending their plant and increasing their trade 
all over the world. Moreover, this Amendment 
has at least in Scotland been sprung upon 
manufacturers so suddenly as to preclude 
opportunity for consideration or discussion. 
and in the absence of any definite movement 
by textile employees in favour of fewer hours. 
As large employers of labour, and having the 
common interest at heart, we must emphati- 
cally protest against this rash and superficially 
conceived Amendment. When India and the 
Continent legislate to bring hours of labour 
in textile factories parallel with ours, iv will 
be quite time enough to consider further pro- 
gress. When Britain was the workshop of the 
world such experiments were safe—conditions 
are now so modified that they may prove 
fatal.” 

It might be urged that, after all, the 
difference made by the Amendment 
was a difference only of one hour a week ; 
but that meant fifty-two hours a year, 
or practically a working week taken off 
the time in which a great industry was 
carried on, or a reduction of 2 per cent. 
in the productive capacity of the country. 


What was the particular time in which | 


it was proposed to carry out a great 
change of that kind? The country had 
been called upon to respond, and had 
responded gladly, to an addition of some- 
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thing like twenty-five millions of taxation. 
Was that a desirable time in which to 
introduce such a provision? He would 
also appeal to the Government on another 
ground. The Amendment was carried 
in the Grand Committee as recently as 
the 26th of July, and was not in the Bill 
as it was introduced and considered by 
the manufacturers throughout the 
length and breadth of the country. 
The manufacturers had had no notice 
of the change whatever. It had been 
sprung on them during the holiday 
season, and he ventured to say that it 
was not a matter which ought to have 
been sprung on the country. They 
could not tamper lightly with a great 
industrial occupation, and he would 
appeal to the House to make it perfectly 
clear that an alteration of that kind 
could only be carried at the instance of a 
responsible Government, and after full, 
ample, and due notice had been given to 
the people interested. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, line 19, to leave out the word 
‘noon,’ and insert the words ‘one o’clock in the 
afternoon.’ ’—(Mr. Renshaw). 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘noon ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. HARWOOD said, as he had been 
responsible for the clause which had 
been inserted in the Grand Committee, 
he might be allowed to trouble the 
House with a few reasons as to why 
they should not go back on what the 
Committee had decided. As to the 
attendance at the Committee, he quite 
acknowledged that on that particular 
day, and on the vote on that particular 
Amendment, the number present was 
not quite equal to the average, although 
it was not very much lower. But he 
should like to remind the House, having 
gone into the matter, that the absent 
Members were about equally divided 
on the subject, and therefore he thought 
they should turn rather to the merits of 
the question than to the particular 
incident of the division. The hon. 
Member for Renfrew stated that he had 
said that there was practical unanimity. 
He did not remember having said any- 
thing of the kind. What he did say was 


| that he was quite sure that if the change 


were effected it would soon be accepted 
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with unanimity, and that he maintained. 
With reference to the petition, he hap- 
pened to be present while it was being 
signed, and he could give the House 


some idea as to the value to be attached | 


to it. As to springing the Amendment 
on the country, he would ask the House 
to excuse him if he dealt with that at 
some length. The alteration would 
directly affect nearly a million and a half 
operatives, and a large number of very 
important trades, and he agreed that the 
House should not adopt it in any hasty 
way. But if the House opened its eyes 
properly it would see that the change 
was fair and reasonable and ought to be 
made. No representations had _ been 
made to him with reference to the jute 
trade, but many hon. Members knew 
that in Lancashire it was a leading ques- 
tion at the last general election, and 
that it was discussed in Yorkshire in 
1895, and was a burning question ever 
since. As to the general principle, the 
proposal was to cease work at twelve 
o'clock instead of at one o’clock. That 
would reduce the hours of work by one 
in fifty-six and a half. In the textile 
trades the hours of work had remained 
the same since 1874, but while the 
hours had remained the same it was 
undoubted that the intensity of labour 
had increased enormously. He was 
quite within the mark when he stated 
that the speed of machines was now 
20 per cent. greater, and that the 
machines were much larger and more 
numerous than in 1874; and consider- 
‘ing the increase in speed, the increase 
in the size of the machines, and the 
increase in their number, he was well 
within the mark when he stated that the 
productiveness of labour had increased 
40 per cent. while the hours remained the 
same. 


It was said that the sanitary and other | 


conditions had improved, but the House 
should remember that there were essen- 
tial conditions in the cotton trade which 
no change could affect. The tempera- 
ture 
carried on was from 80 degrees to 100 
degrees, and was it unreasonable that the 
same conditions should be applied to that 
trade as to other trades, especially as for 


a quarter of a century there had been no | 
During | 
quently the women had to work hardest 


reduction in the hours of work ? 
that period the engineers had reduced 


Mr. Harwood. 
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their hours from fifty-eight to fifty-three, 
and if the change proposed were made 
the factory hours would still be fifty-five 
and a half. He was speaking for women 
and children. In his own constituency 
19,500 women and children would be 
affected by the change. Therefore, were 
they to say that men who could look 
after themselves should have a reduction 
of hours, but that helpless women and 
children should have no reduction ? 
What would be the effect on the trade } 
Would it be said that that trade alone 
could not afford any reduction whatever 
in the hours? Everyone knew that the 
working classes, when they were asked 
whether they would take out their 
share of the prosperity of an industry 
in higher wages or shorter hours, had 
invariably decided in favour of shorter 
hours. The employees in the cotton 
industry now asked in all humility for a 
reduction in the hours after a period of 
twenty-seven years, during which the 
strain and intensity of their work had 
greatly increased. There were particular 
reasons why a change was called for in the 
reduction of hours on Saturday. What 
was the position at present in many 
towns? The bulk of the men and boys 
worked in machine and engineering 
shops, while the women and girls worked 
in factories. Every machine and every 
engineering shop in Lancashire closed at 
12 o'clock on Saturdays. The men in- 
sisted on that, and got it a long time ago. 
What was the effect on the home life? 
The men and boys returned at 12 o'clock, 
and the women and children at 1 o'clock. 
Could it not be easily understood what 
was happening to the Saturday dinner 
and to the home life on that particular 


day? That was a grievance which was 
e ton] 
felt every week. The movement to 


remove it started not from the top, but 
from the bottom, and it would go on, 
because it was a grievance which burned 
into the home life of the people every 
week. It should be remembered also 
that on Saturday in factories the period 
of employment between breakfast and 
stoppage was half an hour longer than 
on any other day of the week, and that 


‘four and a half hours, instead of four, 


were worked. Not only that, but the 
work was hardest on that day, as the 
cleaning had to be done, and conse- 
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in the factories on the very day on which 
their home work was hardest also. 

As to the reduction of 2 per cent. 
in productive capacity, put as the hon. 
Member put it, it seemed to be that way, 
but it was not so at all. It was not 
giving one hour out of fifty-six and a half, 
it was giving the worst hour of the whole 
week, the hour in which the employees 
worked in the slackest way. The change 
proposed would not cause a reduction 
of 2 per cent., nor a reduction of 1 per 
cent., and he ventured to say that in 
twelve months there would be no reduc- 
tion at all. What was the result of our 
experience in the past? The last reduc- 
tion in 1874 was three and a half hours, 
the previous reduction to that was also 
three and a half hours, but the quality 
of the labour increased more than the 
quantity diminished, and he had statis- 


tics which showed that in two years time | 


there was practically no reduction what- 
ever. Speaking on behalf of the opera- 
tives, he said they were quite prepared 
to give up their share of their wages if 
there was going to be any loss. If there 
was to be a reduction of one-fifty-sixth, 
there would be a reduction of one-fifty- 
sixth in wages, and the operatives— 
90 per cent. of whom were paid by the 
piece—were quite prepared to give up 
any proportion of their wages which the 
reduction of hours might involve. At 
the same time they were quite sure that 
ultimately there would be no loss at all 
tothem orto their employers. Therefore 
it was unreasonable to resist the change. 
It was said that factories could not work 
overtime ; but the engineers would not 
work after twelve o'clock on Saturday. 
It was true that the factories did not work 
overtime, but the total time worked in 
factories was longer than the total time 
worked in the engineers’ shops, even with 
overtime. The engineers so much valued 
stopping at 12 o'clock on Saturday that 
nothing would induce them to work 
overtime on that day. His own interest 
was entirely wrapped up in the trade ; 
but he was not so chicken-hearted as to 
listen to a Jeremiah. They were told 
of foreign competition, but foreign com- 
petition was of two kinds. There was the 


foreign competition of States which did 
not mean to receive our products at any 
price, and no alteration in the cost of 
production would make the slightest 
difference as to that. 


When he heard 
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melancholy statements about foreign 
competition in the cotton trade, he 
would say that where we _ had 
a free field our pre-eminence was as 
undoubted as ever it was. In India, and 
in all other countries where we could 
meet our competitors on equal terms, 
we were easily first. It was said that 
we now produced comparatively a 
small proportion of production, but 
positively we produced a great deal 
more than ever we did; and foreign 
competition had only taken from us 
certain countries which were deter- 
mined to produce for themselves. It 
was absurd to suggest that a change of 
this kind would upset the commercial 
stability of the country. Might he 
appeal on another point? Parliament 
had taken under its care the textile 
trades. Why? Because Parliament said 
that it should look after those trades in 
order to protect the women and children. 
What was that protection worth if the 
result was that those trades were the 
only trades in which there had been no 
reduction of hours for a quarter of a 
century ? Would not those trades very 
much question the advantage of parlia- 
mentary protection if they did not get 
what they certainly would have got had 
they not been a parliamentary trade ? 
The question was a domestic question of 
the greatest importance. It was also a 
question of the physical condition of the 
people. It was not an easy thing for a 
Member to question in the House the 
physical pre-eminence of, his constituents. 
but everyone who knew the inhabitants 
of the cotton districts knew that they 
were physically inferior to the general 
population of the country. He believed 
that that was due to the strain put upon 
them and their forefathers, and he 
believed that the change now proposed 
would remove that strain on the day on 
which it was most intense, and give the 
people an opportunity of developing 
their physical condition. He believed it 
would also improve the supply of labour. 
In the cotton trade there was a great 
deficiency of boys. They all went into 
the engineering trade because the con- 
ditions were more favourable. He be- 
lieved that the masters would benefit by 
having a larger supply of labour, and 
that that labour would be of a better 
quality. He begged the right hon. 
Gentleman the Home Secretary to: 
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associate his name with a change which 
would not do any harm whatever, and 
which would be an enormous boon to 
thousands. 
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*Mr. JAMES KENYON (Lancashire, 
Bury) said he desired to associate himself 
with the hon. Member for Bolton in his 
remarks. In the textile factories, three- 
fourths of the workers were women and 
young persons, and it was a very serious 
matter in the home life of those people 
that they should have the confusion 
which resulted from their not being able 
to be at home at the same hour as other 
members of their families on Saturdays. 
The hon. Member for Bolton mentioned 
the engineers, but there were also the 
building trades — stonemasons, brick- 


layers, and their labourers—who stopped | 


work at twelve o'clock, and therefore the 
families of those men were just as much 
interested as the engineers. Surely the 
working people of the country, having 
regard to the pressure under which they 
had been working for the last few years, 
deserved that additional hour on Satur- 
days. He believed it would be most 
beneficial to their health, as it would 
give them an opportunity of getting a 
holiday. In winter they had only about 
two hours on Saturdays before it was 
dark, and the additional hour would 
therefore be of very considerable benefit 
tothem. There had been very consider- 
able talk as to whether the cotton trade 
could afford it. He had taken great 
interest in that trade, and during the 
years 1899 and 1900 twenty-two mills 
were put up in South-east Lancashire, 
not old-fashioned mills, but enormous 
concerns, with a working capital of over 
three millions. He begged to submit 
to the House that expenditure of that 


{COMMONS} 


kind certainly did not show that the | 


cotton trade was a decaying industry. 
When the workpeople saw new mills being 
put up in different parts of the country, 
they naturally concluded that the trade 
was prosperous, and they petitioned 
for one hour additional on Saturday 


as their fair share of that prosperity. | 


With reference to the petition that had 
been presented, he knew some of the 


people who had the getting up of it, and | 
one or two of them did not work at all on | 


Saturday. They stopped on Friday 
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the Spinners’ Combination, the chairman 
and vice-chairman of which were mem- 
bers of the House.- Although adverse 
opinions were freely expressed by jere- 
miahs at the time, ever since that great 
combination was formed,the shares,which 
had been issued at 20s., had been selling 
at 40s., and they were now about 36s, 
or 37s. He had pleasure in supporting 
the hon. Member for Bolton in the 
matter. He did not believe that the 
extra hour’s holiday on Saturday would 
detrimentally affect the trade at all, but 
he believed it would be a boon and a 
blessing to the workpeople, and he 
thought the extra work which they would 
be able to do during the week would 
make up for any deficit which might 
take place. 


CoLonEL PILKINGTON (Laneashire, 
Newton) said that some derogatory 
remarks had been made with reference 
to the petition which he had presented 
that afternoon, but there was no doubt 
that it was signed by 1,040 firms, many 
of them having 2,000 spindles and others 
over 3,000 spindles. It was all very 
well for hon. Members to shower con- 
tempt on a petition of that kind, but it 
was signed by, perhaps, all the greatest 
firms, and the great majority of all the 
firms in Lancashire. That was a strong 
indication of what the manufacturers 
thought of the proposal. It was all very 
well to entirely ignore the manufacturers, 
but who were the best judges as to 
whether the large factories would or 
would not be able to withstand com- 
petition? The manufacturers were the 
generals of industry, and they stood 
between the workpeople and their being 
able to get their weekly wages or not. 
They had conducted their business so 
that they had been able to provide wages 
for their workpeople, and in many 
respects the manufacturers and _ the 
workpeople were bound together in 
bonds of friendship and bonds of material 
welfare. The matter affected those two sets 
of people, and did not affect to any great 
extent anyone else. A large number of 
the manufacturers said that they were 
afraid that if this automatic rule as to 
twelve o'clock on Saturdays was made, 
it would seriously affect their prosperity, 
and then the prosperity of the work- 


night. He might point to the result of | people would also be affected. That was 


Mr. Harwood, 


‘ 
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the question they had to consider. The) was now restricted, and many firms 
manufacturers risked their money, and | did not now export to that country at 
directed their operations against foreign | all. Yet those two countries were able 
competitors, and it was on the successful | to dump down their goods in England, 
direction of those operations that the| while English manufacturers were not 
wages of the operatives depended. It} able to compete with them in their home 
was a very serious thing to say that a| markets. The same applied to Belgium, 
certain set of operatives in a certain| France, Austria, and Russia ; and there- 
trade should stop at twelve o'clock | fore he could not join in the view of the 
instead of at one o'clock. If regulations | hon. Member for Bolton with regard to 
of hours were to be made, they ought to| the future of English trade. There was 
be made, as far as possible, by common | a cloud coming over it, and it would 
agreement between employer and em-| require all the experience, pluck, and 
ployed, and not by law. What the} capital of the British manufacturer to 
manufacturers felt was that there ought | meet the trouble which was lying in 
to be some elasticity. If restrictions were | front. The House should not interfere 
put upon labour in prosperous times} with an important industry in the 
it might be very little felt ; but what the; manner proposed, against the opinion 
manufacturers said was that they did | and wishes, not only of the manufacturers 
not want any restrictions to which | of Lancashire, but of the manufacturers 
elasticity could not be applied, so that | of the north of Ireland and Scotland as 
if times of great depression came, as no| well. He thought it would have been 
doubt they would, then the hours might | far better and wiser to have left the 
be lengthened, not only in the interests| matter entirely alone. It was true, as 
of the workpeople themselves, but in the | his hon. friend stated, that a great many 
interests of the industrial supremacy of | Members who took a very strong interest 
the country. With reference to the|in the matter were absent from the 
reduction of hours, it was far better that | Grand Committee. One of the members 
there should not be any reduction with | of the Committee referred repeatedly to 
regard to time, but that the number of | ‘‘ we.” That was the hon. Member for 
hours of work of women and young) Berwickshire, and an Irish member 
persons should be limited to a certain asked whom ‘“ we” meant. 

number per week. Elasticity was | 

wanted in every way in which it could! *\fp/ TENNANT said that on the 
be given. The great number of holidays | oecasion when the question was asked 
now taken in the course of the year i ‘* we” meant his right hon. friend the 
was not referred to. He believed it was \fember for Forest of Dean, who was 
a fact that operatives in Manchester in| sitting next to him, and himself, and 
the textile trade took altogether some- | they were speaking at the moment 
thing like two weeks in the course of the | for the textile trade of Yorkshire. 

year. The hon. Member for Bolton | 
spoke of foreign competition in a very ne ae : 
jaunty way. He said that if the manti-_ CotoneL PILKINGTON said that, 
facturers were given a fair field they | unfortunately, the power of “ we” was 
would be afraid of nothing. Given a/ felt with full force, and Members who 
fair field the English manufacturer was|thought differently were absent. It 
afraid of nothing ; but was there a fair| should also be remembered that the 
field? It was perfectly certain that in | manufacturers read the Bill as it had been 
many countries there was not. America | introduced, and that they had no notice of 
poured her goods into England, and | the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
last year only £7,000,000 of all kinds! Bolton. He trusted, therefore.the Govern- 
went back. Manufacturers who used| ment would resist the change. It was 
to send thousands and thousands of|unfair to manufacturers that they 
pounds worth of goods to America did|should have Amendments of this sort 
not now send sixpennyworth. The same|sprung upon them unexpectedly, and 
applied to Germany. A large amount|he trusted the House would treat that 
ot English manufactured goods used to | class with the consideration which every 
be sent to Germany, but the quantity | Member in his heart desired. 

















523 Factory and IWorkshop 


Member for Renfrewshire that the 
decision of the Grand Committee had 
been come to without sufficient discussion 
or that the majority was not a consider- 
able one, while an examination of the 
names of the members who were absent 
on that occasion would show that there 
were among them as many in favour of 
the change to noon as there were against. 
The question was certainly not new to 
any Member who contested a seat in 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) | could obtain a reduction was by means of 
said he could not agree with the hon. a strike. 


} 


Lancashire at the last election ; in fact, | 


The opera- 


it was almost a test question. 


tives in Lancashire and Yorkshire were | 
proposal are likely to alter the decision 


practically unanimous in their support 


of the change, believing it would conduce | 


greatly to their comfort and_ benefit. 
These people had as perfect a right to 
their recreation as had those Members 
of the House who had disappeared to 
ge grouse shooting in Scotland, and this 
single hour added to their Saturday 
afternoon would be a very valuable 
addition. He admitted there would be 
a slight loss in production, but he did not 
think that should be set against the 
improvement which would follow in the 
social amenities of the working classes. 
The loss of production would, he thought, 
not be quite as much as 2 per cent., but 
the fact that the wages of the operatives, 
who were asking for this reduction, 
would be reduced pro tanto, seeing that 
they were almost all pieceworkers, 
proved the genuineness of the demand. 
He admitted that foreign competition 
was no bogey, but the question of whether 
or not we kept our textile trade did not 
depend on this last most laborious hour. 
More than a quarter of a century had 
passed since the last reduction of hours. 
Meanwhile other trades had had their 
hours reduced, and it was not to be sup- 
posed that the textile workers would be 
content to remain as they were. Foreign 
competition would be met not by long 
hours, but by better methods, more 
science, and greater enterprise. 
hon. Member for Newton had said that 
this was a matter not for legislation, but 
for mutual agreement between employers 
and employed. If such an agreement were 


likely to be arrived at that would be very | 
‘per cent.—and it is generally admitted 


well, but the employers as a class feared 
any reduction of hours whatever. The 


The | 


‘ficant figure. 


only other method by which workpeople | 
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It was difficult to believe that 
the employers could imagine that the 
result of a strike, even if they were 
successful, would be any gain to them 
during the next ten or twenty years, as 
compared with a peaceful settlement by 
legislation on the lines here proposed. 
He hoped the Home Secretary would 
allow the opinion of the House to be 
freely expressed, and that hon. Gentle- 
men on both sides would agree to give 
this boon to a large and deserving class. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not imagine that 


any arguments either for or against this 


at which most Members have arrived as 
to the way in which they should vote on 
this question. I hope, therefore, it will 
not be necessary greatly to prolong the 
discussion on the Amendment, which. 
of course, is a very important one. There 
are a few considerations I wish to place 
before the House. I do not think any- 
one can complain at the House being 
asked to give a decision upon a question 
which came before the Grand Committee, 
and which was there decided against the 
views I then expressed. It is quite true 
the circumstances were somewhat pecu- 
liar. The day on which this decision was 
arrived at was not the usual day of 
meeting, and there were other Com- 


mittees sitting, upon which many 
Members were specially engaged. It is 


not surprising, having regard to the 
importance attached to this question by 
those particularly interested—namely, 
the textile manufacturers, not of Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire only, but through- 
out the country—that they should ask the 
House to revise the decision arrived at 
by the Committee. No doubt the cotton 
trade of Lancashire has of late been in a 
prosperous condition, and what may now 
be very lightly looked upon might be a 
much more serious matter if a condition 
of things arose such as that which 
existed some years ago when a great 
number of spindles were standing for 


| want of work. Reference has been made 


to 2 per cent. being a somewhat insigni- 
If it is true that this 
alteration would make a difference of 2 


it would be about that figure—it is not 
an insignificant amount at all, and I have 
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known times when, in manufacturing | manufacturing districts resent having 
operations, 2 per cent. made all the | to close their factories because this earlier 
difference between standing and going closing is desired in Lancashire, and 
on. It is naturally, therefore, under, partially in Yorkshire. It § must » be 
certain conditions of trade, a serious| remembered that it is rather a serious 
consideration. It has been admitted by question for all piece-workers in textile 
the representatives of the workmen that | factories throughout the country that 
this change if carried into operation | they should, by enactment, be called on 
would mean something like £120,000 or to earn an hour’s wages less per week, 
£130,000 a year in the cotton industry simply because in certain districts this 
alone. We, therefore, cannot be sur-| change is advocated. The matter must 
prised that the manufacturers should | be regarded from the point of view, not 
desire the House to express an opinion | of Lancashire only, but of its effect upon 
on the question, bearing in mind, also, | the whole textile industry of the country. 
the fact that they had no reason to It is stated that in Lancashire operatives 
expect that this matter would arise in| and employers are practically agreed 
connection with this Bill. They natu-| on this question. If that is so, why can 
rally supposed if there was to be any re-| they not come to an arrangement by 
arrangement of hours in connection with | which their factories could be closed an 
factories and workshops it would have | hour earlier? I am told that there are a 
formed part of the original Bill. I think | considerable number of factories in 
they are justified in saying the matter | Lancashire and Yorkshire which do so 
has taken them by surprise, so that they | close, and I should have thought, seeing 
are now only just beginning to raise their | that this is a change keenly demanded in 
voices and to show the hardship this | one particular portion of the country, and 
change would inflict upon them. What not asked for at all in others, that it was a 
is the argument used in favour of the matter much more for voluntary arrange- 
change? Is it that the women and ment than for legislative enactment. 
young persons are overworked on These are the views I placed before the 
Saturday ? Surely it cannot be con- Committee when the matter was there 
tended that to keep open the factories considered, and I do not know that I can 
until one o'clock is a hardship upon the add anything to them. I regard the 
workers ? It cannot be contended that decision at which the House is asked 
there is not a good half-holiday after | to arrive as a somewhat serious one in 
work ceases? But it is not really con-| the interests of the trade of the country, 
tended that this change is advocated and I earnestly trust, having regard to 
altogether in the interests of women and_ the large area which will come under the 
young people. Certain pastimes are very operation of the Act, that a demand 
popular in Lancashire and Yorkshire on coming from one section only of the 
Saturdays, and I think I am using a manufacturing industry will not com- 
phrase which is in everybody’s mouth mend itself to the House as being one to 
when I say that there is really a “ foot- be dealt with by legislative enactment. 
ball stop.” | On these grounds I ask the House not 
to agree to the decision arrived at by 
Mr. HARWOOD:: Is not the manner | the Committee, but to restore the Bill to 
in which the working classes use their its original condition. 
leisure their own business ? 
: | Sik WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
"Mr. RITCHIE: I do not in the least | (Manchester, N.W.) regretted the Home 
dispute that. I am simply saying that | Secretary was not more sympathetically 
this has been called a “ football stop,” and inclined towards the proposed change, 
that it is more from that point of view and he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
than of women and young persons being | hardly understood the real position. 
overworked that the alteration is advo-| If this had been merely a question of | 
cated. But this is much more than a/ the reduction of hours in the textile 
Lancashire and Yorkshire question. I} industry, although there were many 
can quite understand that both employers arguments in favour of such a reduction, 
and employed in many of our other | he should not have been obliged, as he 


VOL. XCIX. [FourTH SERIEs.] U 











527 Factory and Workshop 


now was, to go against the right hon. | 
Gentleman. ‘This hour on Saturday, 
however, was a special question. It was 
not right to say that Lancashire was 
unanimous on the matter. This was a 
unanimous demand from the operatives, 
and he could not conceive how any opera- 
tives, not only in Lancashire and York- 
shire, but throughout the country, could 
do otherwise than support the alteration. 


‘The demand was really that the operatives | 


might have the benefit of the Saturday 
half-holiday. He could not understand 


the Home Secretary taking such a serious | 


view of the loss that would be caused by 
the reduction of this hour. In the 


textile trade Saturday was a broken day | 


at best, and his own impression was 
that if this hour was conceded the pro- 
duction on Saturday would probably be 
even more than at present ; he was certain 
it would if only the leaders of the opera- 
tives would help the manufacturers in 
the matter. A voluntary arrangement 
had been suggested, but those who made 
the suggestion apparently forgot that the 
main objection of the manufacturers who 
had signed the petition which had been 
presented was that a voluntary arrange- 
ment worked so unjustly between the 
manufacturers who paid attention to 
the wishes of their workpeople and those 
who were more harsh and careless in 
the treatment of their employees. He 
believed the opposition was to a great 
extent half-hearted. Whenever the 
operatives asked for a concession the 
manufacturers thought they ought to 
oppose it, even though they did not con- 


{COMMONS} 


Acts, &c., Bill. 598 


more militant than they really were. If 
the change were made he believed things 
would settle down, and in twelve months 
they would scarcely know there had been 
any alteration whatever. During the 
last few years much had been done to 
provide opportunities for the rest and 
recreation of the working classes, and 
the operatives should be enabled to take 
advantage of the opportunities which had 
been provided. In many cases this hour 
would make all the difference between a 
full Saturday afternoon and only half the 
afternoon ; it would be a great boon to 
the working classes, and only a small 
concession on the part of the employers. 
Under those circumstances he had no 
hesitation in supporting this change in 
the hours of labour, because he thought 
it would be a great advantage to the 
working classes. This was a_ boon 
which the working classes had set their 
hearts upon, and he thought employers 
would be well advised not to oppose this 
proposal, even if they thought they 
would be successful in throwing it out. 
He had every reason to believe that this 
small concession by employers, which 
would be felt as a great boon to the 
working classes, would go far to stave 
off a much more serious question which 
was in the air—that of a reduction of 
hours all round of a very drastic nature. 
He had had the honour of presiding at a 
conference between employers and opera- 
tives, and the view he had just expressed 
was put forward very strongly. 


Question put. 


sider it an unreasonable or dangerous) The House divided:—Ayes, 163; 
change ; they usually appeared to be much | Noes, 141. (Division List No. 461.) 
AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Barry, K. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James | Dillon, John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Doogan, P. C. 


Clare, Octavius 


Colville, John 


Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Duffy, William J. 


Sir William Houldsworth. 


Cogan, Denis J. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Crombie, John William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 


Donelan, Captain A. 


, Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 

| Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, William 

| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 

| Gilhooly, James 

| Gladstone,Rt.Hn HerbertJohn 

Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets 

Grant, Corrie 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

| Griffith, Ellis J. 

| Groves, James Grimbic 


Leigh 


Sir Charles 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 


Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) | 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hay ne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C.E. H .( Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Lambton, Hon. Fred. Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Iayland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Leese,SirJ oseph F.(Accrington | 


leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Mitchell, William 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw..J. C. (Devonport) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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| Moss, Samuel 

| Murnaghan, George 

| Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O’Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’ Shaughnessy, Pad. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 

| Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Randles, John S. 

Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

| Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Rckett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 


NOES. 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
| Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
| Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
| Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
(Line. 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor’e | 
| Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Saviie 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene,W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Hambro, Charles Uric 


Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 


| Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


H.Athole | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. 8. Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. T. Myles 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(lForfarshire 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(MonaghanN 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
| White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, I’. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Woodhouse, SirJ f.(Huddersf’d 


THE Ayrs—Mr. 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR 
James Kenyon 
Harwood. 


Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier. ,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J. (Antrim, E.} 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire> 
Majendie, James A. H 
Milton, Viscount 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’ w 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
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Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) moved, 
“ [hat this House do now adjourn” ; 
but Mr. Speaker, being of opinion that | 
the motion was an abuse of the rules of 
the House, declined to propose the 
Question thereupon to the House. 


Mr. RENSHAW said that he desired 
to ascertain whether this change of 
hours was to apply to all the textile 
industries of the country, or only to 
those of Lancashire, and for that purpose 
he would move his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, line 30, after the word ‘ what- 
ever,’ to insert the words, ‘ Provided that these 
hours shall apply to employment in a cotton 
spinning mill or cotton cloth factory only. 


(Mr. Renshaw.) 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 


Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Saunderson, Rt.Hon. Col. E. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwel], Sir John M. 


several 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


|eould not have heard the admirable 
speech which had been just been delivered 
by the hon. Member for Manchester, 
who was himself one of the greatest 
|cotton manufacturers in the world, and 
|'who spoke in the name of the textile 
industries generally. 
been discussed throughout the West 
Riding of Yorkshire, and although on 
Chambers — of 
majority of the manufacturers were 
against the change, it was a majority of 
the kind which had been described by 


The matter had 


‘ 
Commerce a 


the hon. Baronet the Member for Man- 


chester. 


| Chamber 


999 


| favour. 


There 
in favour of 


‘a resolution 
There was just as strong a 


were four leading 

manufacturers in Yorkshire strongly 
the change, and one 

of Commerce had carried 


unanimously in__ its 





feeling in Yorkshire as in Lancashire 
regarding this change in the law, and 
‘it would be a monstrous thing, after 
| the House had so clearly shown its feeling 
on the subject, to attempt to dissociate 
| Lancashire and Yorkshire. 


"{ Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


oo CHARLES DILKE said he wished 
to speak on this point because it was 
one which was brought before the Com- 
mittee at the express wish of the woollen); *Mr. RITCHIE: I think the House 
and worsted trades of the West Riding has given a very clear decision upon this 
of Yorkshire. They had been told that matter, and I believe that in coming to 
this matter had been sprung upon the this decision the House did not desire 
Committee and upon the country, but | to confine itself to any one branch of the 
he would remind the House that he textile industry. As for the Govern- 
moved an Amendment on behalf of the ment, we accept the decision as being 
woollen and worsted trades of the West applicable to the textile industry as a 
Riding of Yorkshire in the year 1895. | whole. (An IRIsH MEMBER: Run away 
Ample notice had been given of the from your guns.] Under these circum- 
Amendment, which was first placed upon | stances. I appeal to my hon. friend not 
the Paper, and it had been fully dis- to press his Amendment. I know that 
cussed by every Chamber of Commerce he feels very strongly upon this point, 
throughout Yorkshire and Lancashire. especially in regard to textile manu- 
The Member for Renfrewshire had told | facturers outside Lancashire, but having 
the House that this matter was only dis- regard to the decision the House has just 
cussed in regard to the cotton industry, come to I do not think it would be wise 
but in saying that the hon. Member | to press this Amendment. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. | number of hours at a time. 
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He sincerely 


Gentleman has shown great resignation, | trusted that the House would agree to 
but not the sort of resignation we want. | this Amendment. 


Mr. RENSHAW: I beg leave to with- | 
draw my Amendment. | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
*Mr. TENNANT said he was en-| 


couraged to move his Amendment by | 
the result of the division which had just 
taken place. He asked for a_ half 
holiday for the non-textile workers of | 
the country, not beginning at twelve 
or even at one o’clock, but at two 
oclock. What sort of an afternoon | 
off was a holiday which only began at | 
four o'clock? His hon. friend the, 
Member for Bolton made an appeal on | 
behalf of the textile workers because | 
they were employed 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 17, line 12, to leave out from the 
word ‘afternoon,’ to the word ‘afternoon,’ in 
line 15, inclusive.”—(Mr. Tennant.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 


|_ proposed to be left out stand part of the 
| Bill.” 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: This Amendment was 


| rejected in Committee—— 


Mr. TENNANT: Yes, by three votes. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This Amendment 
stands in a totally different position to 
the Amendment which has just been 


on Saturdays| accepted. With regard to the other 


for a longer spell than usual, a spell | Amendment, there has been a very 


of four and a half hours, but the 
workpeople he was now appealing 
for were compelled to work for a' 


spell of five hours at a time every day. 
This was a question which deserved 
more sympathy than the question which 
they had just been discussing. The 
people he was pleading for had no unions, 
and were a lowly and inarticulate class, 
whereas those people whom they had 


strong agitation, but with regard to this 
proposal no such agitation has been 
raised. 


Mr. TENNANT: No, because they 
are not organised, and cannot express 
themselves. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: [am rather surprised 
to hear they are not in a position to ex- 
press their views. We have no evidence 


just given longer holidays to were the that this demand is approved of by a 
very aristocracy of labour. They had large section of the population, and | 


spoken about high pressure of work 
being applied, but the class he was 


now pleading for were a class to whom 
the highest pressure of all had been ap- 
plied, namely, sweating. He was pleading | 
for the dressmakers and others of that 


class who were employed for a great | 127. 


hope the House will not accept this 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 176 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 462.) 


AYES. 


Acland- Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, KennethR. (Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Brassey, 








Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Ibert 

Bull, William James 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJehnCharlesReady 
Colston, CharlesEdw. H Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin EdwardBainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Har 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,SW 
Gardner, Ernest 
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Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd.) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon.Robert Wm. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higeinbottom, 8S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightsd. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.( Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier,Hon.James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, TSomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Soland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Lowther, RtHnJ. W.(Cum,Pen | 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEIl.son 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8, G. 

Penn, John 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Cul. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Jolin S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


NOES. 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans SirFrancisH( Maidst’ne 
Field, William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone. Rt Hn. HerbertJ ohn 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Bryni’r(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Buarratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington | 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,Hn M. W.(Stal bridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hack ney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{utherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col.SamuelAlexander 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. ThosMyles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.J 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C( North’ mb,T’neside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, Jolin Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC EH (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Austruther. 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMd 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, William 
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0’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
0’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, * aan Joseph 
Reddy, M 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Corapton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Factory and Workshop 


| 
| 
| 
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Thomas,. 


Thomson, I 


Mr. RENSHAW said the result of the 
Sub-section (4) as carried in Committee 
would be to prevent any woman or young 
person being employed outside the 
regular hours of a factory or workshop, 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich eal 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. 

| Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

| Sullivan, Donal 
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so that if a woman had spent three or four | 
hours in a workshop in the morning, | 
/be comparatively easy to detect the 


and, having no other duties to discharge, 


was employed in selling goods in the | 
shop at night, she would be contravening | 


this sub-section. The provision would 


also have the extraordinary effect that if a | 
| ployer. 


young woman was employed in a work- 
shop in the morning, and in the evening 
worked for another employer, the em- 
ployer for whom she worked in the 
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ment carried in Committee followed the 
precedent of the Shop Hours Act. He 
had taken advice on the point raised in 
Committee as to the possibility of the 
wrong employer being penalised, and the 
opinion of the competent lawyer to whom 
he referred the matter was that it would 


illegality, as the clause was now governed 
by the period of employment, and that a 
magistrate would dismiss a charge if 
wrongly brought against the first em- 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


There are two points 


‘in the Amendment—the period of em- 


morning would be liable to the penalty | 


for her employment at night. The 
clause as originally introduced was in 
precisely the same terms as the Amend- 
ment he now desired to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20,line 17, to leave out sub- 
section (4) of Clause 31, and insert the words, 
(4) ‘ If a woman or young person is employed by 
the occupier of a factory or workshop on the 
same day, both in the factory or workshop, and 
ina shop, then— 

(a) the whole time during which that woman 
or young person is employed shall not 
exceed the number of hours permitted by 
this Act for her or his employment in the 
factory or workshop on that day; and 

(b) if the woman or young person is employed 
in the shop, except during the period of 
employment fixed by the occupier, and 
specified in a notice affixed in the factory or 
workshop in pursuance of this Act, ‘the 
occupier shall make the prescribed entry in 
the general register with regard to his or 
her employ ment.”—(Mr. Renshaw. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 

*Sirk CHARLES DILKE said no reason 
had been given why the law should 
concern itself only with employment 
by the same employer. 


The Amend- 


ployment, and double employment. With 
regard to the period of employment, 


' the difference in the Bill as it stood and 


| 


'as my hon. friend wishes to restore it, is 


that originally the number of hours 


| which could be worked by the individual 


administered 


under two employers was limited to the 
number of hours which could be worked 
under the Factory Acts. That is to say, 
if the period under the Acts was ten 
hours, the period of employment under 
the two employers would be ten hours 
and no more. As to the question of one 
employer or two employers, the difficulty 
about the Amendment, as proposed by 
the right hon. Baronet, is that it would 
be absolutely impossible for any inspector 
to know whether an individual who was 
working beyond a certain hour for one 
employer had been working for some 
other employer in the earlier portion 
of the day. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: That objec- 
tion applies to the Shop Hours Act. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, but the Factory 
Act does not deal with the Shop Hours 
Act. I think it is a mistake to insert 
anything which cannot possibly be 
under the Factory Acts. 
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These words would put upon the factory 
inspector a responsibility which he 
could not by any possibility discharge. 
Moreover, if a young person goes to a 
shopkeeper and asks for evening employ- | 
ment, how on earth is the shopkeeper | 
to tell whether or not this young person | 
has been in somebody else’s employment 
earlier in the day ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he was 
anxious to save time, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman intimated his intention of 
amending the proposed Amendment by 
accepting an Amendment lower on the 
Paper, he would not trouble the House 
with a division. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I intend to support 
my hon. friend in the whole of his Amend- 
ment. 
woman or young person had worked, 
say, for an hour or two in the morning, 
she might work for a few hours in the 
evening in a shop, although the period 
of employment might extend beyond 
the hour at which she would have to 
leave if employed in a factory ; but under 
the clause now stands, if she had 
worked for two or three hours in the 
morning. although she did not work at 
all in the middle of the dav, 
have to leave off her work at the time 
she would have had to do if still working 
in the factory. That is the whole differ- 
ence. 
of our Bill is the right one. 


as it 


*Mr. TENNANT said he was very dis- 
appointed at the attitude taken up by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and he thought 
they had very good reason to complain 
ot the course taken. The matter was 
thoroughly discussed in Committee, and 
the Amendment now embedied in the 
Bill was carried by twenty-one votes to 
eighteen. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I was not at the Com- 
mittee meeting when this decision was 
come to. 


*Mr. TENNANT said it was a very un- 
fortunate circumstance, and the Com- 
mittee stage was a mere waste of 
time if everything adopted in Com- 
mittee for the hetterment of labour 
were to be overridden by the m: ijority in 
that House. [Ministerial eries of“ No.”]| 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


Under our original proposal, if a | 


she would | 
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| That was what they were trying to do, 
| but luckily the majority had hitherto 
been against such action. He resented 
very hotly the course the Home Secretary 
| seemed inclined to take. If the law was 
amended as the hon. Member for 
| Renfrewshire wished it, it would be 
impossible for the inspectors of  fac- 
tories to administer any law at all. He 
wanted these milliners and dressmakers 
all over London and Great Britain to be 
allowed to work at five or six o’clock in 
the morning and as late as eleven or 
| twelve o'clock in the evening. 


Mr. RENSHAW said the effect of his 
| Amendment would be to limit the num- 
ber of hours, but not to fix the period 
between which those hours might be 
worked. 


*Mr. TENNANT contended that any 
| proposal which had the effect of allowing 
a girl to work at five o’clock in the morn- 
ing and eleven o'clock in the evening of 
the same day was one which Parliament 
ought not to sanction. Surely at a time 
| when they were trying to make some 
‘forward step it was absolutely wrong 
for this House to pass such legislation. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that 
this Amendment was moved in Com- 
mittee in the absence of the Home Seere- 
tary, but the next time he attended the 


) |Committee after it had been adopted 
I think, on the whole, the proposal | 


his right hon. friend stated that when 
the Bill came to this House he should feel 


‘it his duty to oppose the decision which 


the Committee had arrived at, and the 
right hon. Gentleman had then stated 
that the effect of this Amendment was 
to very seriously alter the terms of the 
Bill as it was originally introduced. The 
question they had to decide was what 
attitude they should take up with regard 
to this Amendment. He ventured to 
urge that this Amendment, which was 
opposed by those who posed as the friends 
of the working classes, was one passed in 
the truest interest of the workers, and 
was so regarded by the workpeople them- 
selves. Over and over again many a 
youth and young woman had dated their 
preferment in their respective vocations 
from the fact that they had been able to 
occupy themselves in work in the evening 
different to that which they were engaged 
in during an earlier part of the day 
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These women were only too anxious to 
add to their earnings in the evening. He 
hoped the Amendment of his hon. triend 
the Member for Renfrewshire would be 
carried, for it would restore the Bill to 
the condition in which it was introduced 
in this House. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he trusted the 
House would support the Bill as amended 
in Committee by a substantial majority. 
This was a very difficult matter to follow. 
Supposing the Factory Act allowed a 
young person or a young woman to be em- 
ployed ten hours per day, from eight 
o'clock to six. If the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Renfrewshire was 
carried, if ten hours were exceeded the 
employer had to notify. If this Amend- 
ment was carried a girl could go to work 
at eight o’clock in the morning and work 
till twelve o’clock at noon for one em- 
ployer, and she could work from four 
o'clock in the afternoon till ten o'clock 
in the evening for another employer, 


{12 Aueust 1901} 





and yet would not exceed the ten hours | 
allowed by the Factory Act. Did hon. | 
Members wish to see that state of things ? | 
That meant that the girl had to get up 
at seven o'clock to start at eight o'clock, 
and work till twelve o'clock at noon, 
and then she had four hours doing 
nothing. She then started at four 
o'clock in the afternoon and worked till | 
ten o’clock in the evening, and would 





probably take an hour to get home. That | 
meant that she was away from home | 
from seven o'clock in the morning until | 
eleven o'clock at night. That was a/ 


probably hang about the streets three 
or four hours, probably to their physical 
and moral detriment, under conditions 
which they had no right to submit girls 
to.. He appealed to the House to stand 
by the decision of the Committee. 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College) thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had not made out a very good 
case for restoring the Bill to its original 
condition. If the hours of labour were 
to be regulated at all it was reasonable 
that distinct limits should be imposed. 
The proposed alteration would have no 
practical effect, and he should support 
the Bill as it stood. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) re 
gretted the existence of a tendency to 
revise the findings of the Standing Com- 
mittee. The Amendment was carried 
by a large majority after a full discussion 
of the subject. The Attorney General, 
who was then in charge, raised an objec- 
tion to the Amendment, but, when it 
was carried against him, said, “* Oh ! 
never mind the work of this Committee ; 
it is nothing; we will put the matter 
right when we get downstairs.” That 
was not the sort of treatment Grand 
Committees expected. The Home Secre- 
tary had been incited to this unconstitu- 
tional proceeding by the extreme pres 
sure of hon. Members behind him. 
Such action should not be supported, and 
he hoped the House would uphold the 
work of the Committee. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said the clause as 


condition of things which no just em-| it left the Grand Committee was looked 
ployer of labour would like to see, and} upon by a majority of the Members as 
it was not permitted even by the Shop| being impracticable and unworkable. 


Hours Act, and the Factory and Work- 


shop Acts ought not to allow such a state | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said they had been 


of things. If they were going to insist | given to understand that a man could 
that a girl should not work more than | not serve two masters, but the Amend- 
ten hours for two employers, look at} ment of the hon. Member seemed to 
the amount of inspection and spying | suggest that a woman might be sweated 
that would be necessary to prevent this.| by two mistresses. The mover of the 


It was a condition of things that was pre- | 
posterous and ridiculous, and it would 
make Factory Act administration a bye- 





| 


Amendment contended that by some 
means—which had not been made plain— 
the person to be subjected to the legal 


word to subject these girls to such in-' penalty was made clear in his Amend- 
spection. In cases where the girls had | ment, whereas it was not clear in the pro- 


to go two or three miles to get to their 


homes, they would not be able to get back | Member for Forest of 
appeared to him, however, that from the 
legal point of view there was just as 


during the afternoon interval between 
their two employments, and they would 





posal of the right hon. Baronet the 


Dean. It 
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much difficulty in construing the Amend-| Committee there was protection given 
ment now before the House. Ifa woman } not only to the woman or young person 
or young person was employed in a fac-| who worked under one employer in two 
tory or shop, the whole time of employ-| separate capacities, but to the woman 
ment must not exceed the number of or young person who worked under two 
hours permitted by the Act. But if, as | separate employers in different capacities. 
a matter of fact, that number of hours’ Does the right hon. Gentleman propose 
was exceeded, who was to be punished ? | to throw over the second class altogether, 
'and to give no protection whatever to 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Surely the hon. | the woman or young person who serves 
Member must see that there is the | two separate employers ? 
greatest difference in the world between | 
an offence being committed by one em-| *\p OrrttE- 1 do wt with & 
ployer and it being divided between two | | 7 ia "ae 
employers. young person to be unduly employe 
7 either by one employer or by two em- 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: My argument is, ployers. My point is this in regard to 
that the offence is equally divided between the two employers: that it would be 
two employers under the Amendment wholly impossible for the inspectors of 


of the hon. Member opposite. | the Home Office to see that the law was 
|complied with. How on earth could an 
*Mr. RITCHIE: No. | Inspector, seeing a young person em- 
| 
| 


ployed at a particular hour, know 
Mr. T. M. HEALY submitted that | whether or not that person had been 
that was the case. If the period of | employed by somebody else earlier in 
employment permitted was ten hours, the day? On the other hand, how is 
and a young person worked for five and the shopkeeper who employs this young 
a half hours for each of two employers, | person in the evening to know whether or 
who was to be punished? Where was | not she has been employed by another 
the certainty of procedure in the Amend- | employer in the morning ? 
ment of the hon. Member ? 
come se : *Sir CHARLES DILKE: How does 
_ Mr. RENSHAW said the words which the Amendment help you ? 
limited the matter in the Amendment ; 
were in the first line—‘ If a woman or aa 
young person is employed by the occupier * MR. RITCHIE : It is wholly a matter 
of a factory or workshop on the same of machinery, and under the clause as it 
day ’—that was to say. by the same now stands it is wholly impracticable. 
employer. 
Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said it might be asked whether the Home Secretary would 
clear to the hon. Member, but, reading object to the insertion, after “if a 
the words hurriedly, it did not appear woman or young person is employed,” 
to him that the magistrates would be of the words “‘ by the same employer.” 
relieved of the difficulty urged against 
the proposal of the right hon. Baronet.| *\gp RITCHIE: I have stated before 
But it was a very small matter, and it | that I do not attach much importance 
was not worth the while of the Govern-| 4, this matter, and I do not think that 
ment to engage in this contention. Was tp, question is a large one. I am not 
it credible that, after employer No. 1 | the mover of this Amendment, but as it 
had wasted the energies of the young has been moved I feel bound to support 
person in the heat of the day, employer |; 
No. 2 would take her as a fagged and) ~ 
worn out instrument and pay her wages f 
for the evening? The thing was absurd. Question put. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN _ The House divided :—Ayes, 129 ; Noes, 
(Stirling Burghs) : As the clause left the 162. (Division List No. 463.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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. Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow. 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F) 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 


Nicholson, William Graham 

ra Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. W: ellesley | 

Pemberton, John §S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Rentoul, James Alexander 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Round, James * 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
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Sandys, Lieut.-Col. ThosMyles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. EdwJ. 
Scott, sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 


| Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J. G(Oxf'dU niy 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Renshaw and Mr. 
Banbury. 





Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Words inserted. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the 


House ought to understand what it was 
doing in Clause 42. At present there 


was a complete exemption from the 
Factory Acts of the assistants for gut- 


ting, salting, and packing fish, as regarded 
hours, and there was an exemption for 
four months in the year in regard to 
the fruit trade. He thought it was 
disgraceful on the part of the House of 
Commons to re-enact those exemptions, 
especially after the report which had 
been issued since the decision of the 
Committee. Without further — dis- 
cussing the question, he would move the 
omission of words to confine the exemp- 
tion to full-grown women, and he con- 
fidently asked the House to reverse the 
decision of the Committee on this point. 


Amendment proposed— 


28, to leave out 
‘young persons and.”’—(Str Charles 


“In page 26, lines 27 and 
the words 
Ditke.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Bill.”’ 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford 
appealed to the Home 


University) 
Secretary to 


/ Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 


accept the Amendment, in favour of 
which there was a very strong case, 
especially in regard to young persons 
employed in the jam trade. In practi- 
eally all well-conducted factories the 
excessive hours were not required, se 
that the provision would really only 
apply to inferior factories conditions 
which other factories applied to them- 
selves. 


*Sirk_ JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) on behalf of the fish trade, 
begged the Home Secretary not to 
accept the Amendment. The report to 
which the right hon. Baronet had 
referred might be the report of a very 
good inspector, but not of a practical 
person who knew anything about the 
matter. He strongly protested against 
the use of such words as “‘ disgusted ” 
in this connection, and he hoped the 
Home Secretary would not give way. 


Mr. BROADHURST contended that 
the report to which reference had been 
made presented a strong case for the 
Amendment, and he hoped it would be 
accepted. 

*MR. 


RITCHIE: It would hardly be 


imagined from the remarks which have 
been made that an alteration of the law 
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in regard to the conditions under which | that measure, and it is somewhat in- 


this trade is carried on has been made 


decent for hon. Gentlemen opposite to 


by this clause, which, to a large extent, | receive my suggestion in this manner. 


remedies the state of things to which 
Under the 
law as it now stands, during certain 
periods of the year these operations are 
taken completely out of the scope of 
the Factories Acts, as regards both hours 
It is because 
the conditions under which these people 
work are so insanitary at present that 
the remarks in the report of the inspec- 
We are now bringing 
under the sanitary | as I have suggested, is made. 
provisions of the Acts, so that the | 
inspectors will be.able to insist on all | 
the operations in connection with both 
of these trades being carried on under 


reference has been made. 


and sanitary conditions. 


tor were made. 


these operations 


proper sanitary conditions. 


brought under the Factory Acts. 


That is an arrangement which I think 
would lead to the proper procedure cf 
our business, and I do not think there 
would be any disposition on the part of 
my hon. friends to prolong unnecessarily 
the discussion of this Bill or the other. 
There has been a little inducement for 
opposition by the measure of success 
which we have attained to-night, but 
even that will not turn the heads of my 
hon. friends if some arrangement, such 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
K.): I think that in regard to the Bill we 


It is quite are now discussing the two main points 
true that as regards hours these trades 
are to a certain extent exempted from 
the Bill, but anybody who knows the 
conditions under which the fish have to 
be cured at once, in order to preserve a 
valuable article of food for the people, 
will recognise that it is imperative there 
should be no restriction of hours such 
as there would be if the operations were 
By the 
alteration we propose to make, I think 
we shall remove all grounds of complaint. 


are, firstly, the question of overtime ; 
and, secondly, the question of the laun- 
dries. I think we ought to deal with 
overtime before we part with this Bill 
to-night, and I also agree that it would be 
unreasonable to deal with the question 
of laundries, which I propose to deter 
until to-morrow. As regards the Chil- 
dren’s Bill, it will be almost too late to ask 
the House to take up that measure 
to-night. I do not, however, think that 
the delay will imperil the future progress 
of the measure. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that if the. 


Amendment were pressed to a division 
he should certainly support the Govern- 


ment. 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I rise, not to enter into this discussion, 
but to take advantage of the question 
before the House to ask the Government 


how long they intend to go on to-night, | 
and what their intentions are in regard | 


to business. After this point which we 
are now discussing there are one or two 
other matters of secondary importance, 
and then we get to the question of over- 
time and of laundries, the latter being a 
very large and thorny subject. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury will choose some favour- 
able opportunity to state what he pro- 


poses shall be taken. The House might | 
then take up the next Order, which is | 


the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children Bill. [Cries of “‘ No, no!”’] His 


Majesty’s Government have starred | 








*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| When will it be proceeded with? [An 
| Hon. MemBer: Not at all.] 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
which of my hon. friends used that 
expression, but I shall put the Bill down 
for to-morrow. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE said that 
as there was a division of opinion as to 
whether it would be wise to divide the 
House he would not press his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE said he would 
move his Amendment to Clause 46 in 
order to obtain from the right hon. 
Gentleman his view as to what the effect 
of this clause would be. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 28, line 3, to leave out Clause 46.” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
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There may arise | have called any meeting of the workers, 
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and he had received no letter from them 


thing of this kind might happen, but I| on the subject. He desired most strongly 


would remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that it can only be put in force by a 
special rule laid before Parliament. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RENSHAW said that the Amend- 
-aent he wished to move dealt with the 
overtime question. It was a very simple 
question, and for the purpose of making 
it clear he wished to point out that the 
omission of the word “two” and the 
insertion of ‘‘ three” had reference to 
the number of days in one week in which 
they might work overtime in certain 
regulated trades scheduled in the Act 
of 1878. He thought that in the opinion 
of all those who had had representations 
made to them upon overtime the question 
of working a larger number of days in 
any particular week was more important 
than the total number of days which were 
permitted for overtime. ‘The reason for 
that was because the overtime arrange- 
ment at present sanctioned was import- 
ant, in consequence of the great pressure 
of orders at certain seasons of the year. 
That was pre-eminently so in certain , 
trades. 


to support the Amendment which had 
been moved by his hon. friend. 


*Mr. TENNANT said this proposal 
was one which he was responsible for 
having carried in the Grand Committee 
on Trade. The House might like to 
hear a little story in connection with 
this matter. The hon. Member for 
the Hallam Division, in whose name 
the Amendment stood, wrote a letter 
to his Sheffield friends stating that there 
was no demand for this proposal, and 
that unless they received a demonstration 
of some kind they would know that 
there was no demand for it at all. The 
Trades Council passed a_ resolution 
declaring that overtime amongst the 
women in the silver-plating trade was 
unnecessary and was injurious to them 
physically and morally, and they further 
stated that to diminish the number of 
days would cause neither the em- 
ployers nor the women workers 
any inconvenience. That council repre- 
sented 20,000 members, which included 
every branch of the silver-plating trade. 
Anyone who had studied this question 
at all knew that for the last twenty 


| years the inspectors had been clamouring, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 29, line 14, to leave out the word 
‘*wo’ and insert the word ‘three.’ ”—(Mr. 
Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘two’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 
Central) supported the Amendment. 
He said his colleague and himself had, 
received a very large number of pro- | 
tests against the proposal of the Bill from 
the women workers in the silver-plating 
trade of Sheffield. They were trades 
which exactly corresponded to . the 
description given by his hon. friend. 
They received a great pressure of orders 
about Christmas time, and there had | 
been no demand whatever by the, 
women workers in the silver-plating 
trade for this restriction upon their | 
earning power. He knew that the) 


Federated Trades Council of Sheffield 


had sent a petition in favour of the Bill) this matter. 


as it stood, but they did not appear to, 


if not for total abolition, at least for a 
reduction of the number of hours which 
were possible for overtime. Everybody 
who knew anything about the subject 
must know that overtime was merely 
a question of arrangement. Many of 


‘the best manufacturers throughout the 


country had arrived at an arrangement 
by which they were able to do without 
overtime. The commercial supremacy 
of the country did not depend on working 
the amount of overtime represented 
y the difference between two or 
three days in the week, and he hoped 
the hon. Member would not succeed in 
obtaining a reversal of the decision of 
the Committee. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I think it right to 
inform the House that since this Amend- 
ment was inserted in the Bill we have 
received at the Home Office very im- 
portant representations in regard to 
We are told that in many 


places if the overtime is reduced 
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from three to two days a week it will| but it was necessary in some special 
seriously interfere with business. The ‘trades, and the Home Secretary would 
annual value of the Amendment carried | make a great mistake if he paid too much 
in the Committee amounts to a reduction | attention to the desire for its abolition. 
from thirty to twenty-five days, and if | 
the representations which have come} Mr. HALDANE thought this was a 
to me from different districts are to be | question on which the decision of the 
relied on—as I believe they are—I do| Grand Committee ought to carry much 
not think such a reduction is worth | weight, as it was a matter of detail for 
the inconvenience and loss which will| experts. The Home Secretary was re 
be inflicted on the trades concerned. | fusing to carry on the progressive curtail- 
ment of overtime, and permitting the 
*Srrk CHARLES DILKE regretted | decision of the Grand Committee to be 
the right hon. Gentleman had come to | overruled, simply because it was urged 
such a decision, which he was afraid | that two trades would materially suffer. 
would have an evil effect on the Bill, | Surely the aerated water and the biscuit 
as they would now have to divide upon | trades were in no worse position than the 
all the overtime clauses. If there was| average season trade? Both were 
one subject with regard to which the | articles which could to some extent be 
working classes were more unanimous| made in advance. [“No.”] In any 
than another it was the abolition of | case, these detailed matters could be 
overtime. [‘‘ No.”] During the whole | treated as special exceptions, so that the 
of the time trades union congresses | principle embodied in the clause would 








had existed——[“*Oh!”] Did hon. 
Members really believe that the trades 
unions did not represent the working 
classes? [‘* Yes.” ] Then he pitied them, 
because there had not been a single 
question of this kind for years past upon 
which a general opinion had _ been 


not be infringed. Rather than have 

these constant departures and yieldings, 
| he for one would prefer to defer legis- 
‘lation in the direction of the amend- 
/ment of the Factory Acts until Parlia- 
_ment was more in the mind to grapple 
| with admitted evils. 


expressed in regard to which the trades | 


unionists had not been shown to have | 


spoken virtually the unanimous opinion 
of the working classes. The trades 
unions throughout the country objected 


| Mr. TAYLOR said the House were 
'really discussing two totally different 
| questions—the increase of the days per 
| week on which overtime could be worked, 





to overtime in toto. In the Committee | and the total number of days’ overtime 
the total abolition of overtime was/in the year. He suggested as a com- 
defeated by only one vote, and the| promise that the Amendment of the 
milder Amendment of the hon. Member | hon. Member for Renfrewshire should be 
for Berwickshire was carried by twenty-| accepted if the Home Secretary would 
nine against thirteen. In every Factory ‘agree to keep the Bill as it came from 
Act up to the present the amount of | the Grand Committee in regard to the 
overtime allowed had been reduced, | total number of days overtime in the 
but now it was proposed that on the | year. 

present occasion it should not be touched. 


Every trade in the country had its) Mp. JOHN BURNS wished to know 
seasons,” and almost every trade) whether the right hon. Gentleman 
could manage to meet the extra demand | gesired this Bill to have that easy and 
at that time if it chose without overtime. | safe passage through the House which 
| many of them were anxious to give it. 

*CoLonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, | If the Home Secretary was continually 
Ince) thought the right hon. Baronet | going to accept Amendments from the 
underrated the necessity for overtime, | hon. Member for Renfrewshire the House 
especially in the aerated water trade, in | had better know, and then the closure 
regard to which there was a very great | could be applied and the Bill got through 
over-demand in the summer and an} just as the hon. Member for Renfrew- 
under-demand in the winter. No doubt | shire desired to see it. He hoped the 


excessive overtime was a very bad thing, | right hon. Gentleman would disregard 
y g | g g 
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the advice of the hon. Member and con- 
duct his Bill with the same spirit. of 
reasonableness which he displayed in 
Grand Committee. It was not likely 
that much support would be given to the 
Bill if the concessions were to be all on 
one side, and he rose to protest against 
“three”? being substituted for ‘ two.” 
He wished to say a few words upon the 
question of overtime. In regard to 
mineral waters, he wanted to see that 
industry grow, but when the pressure 
came upon the mineral water industry, 
instead of working the women overtime, 
a well-organised mineral water manu- 
facturer frequently employed double 
shifts and left the women and young 
persons out altogether. He should say 
that the making and the wearing of 
cotton goods was as much a season trade 
as the manufacture and the drinking of 
mineral waters. For something like 
seventy years the Lancashire textile 
trades had been able to do without over- 
time, and no one could say that this had 
been a disadvantage. Even the Govern- 
ment factories had found it not only 
advantageous but profitable to dispense 
with overtime altogether except in case 
of a national emergency. What had 
given England in recent years her present 
grip on the world-wide market ? It was 
due to the fact that they had systema- 
tised their production and made regular 
what in other countries was casual and 
precarious. Through the regular em- 
ployment of capital and labour without 
overtime they had been able to supply 
the world’s market more regularly than 
any other nation. With regard to the 
manufacture of jam and biscuits and the 
preservation of fish and meat, the same 
conditions did not apply as applied ten 
or fifteen years ago. The introduction 
of the refrigerator had destroyed the 
necessity for overtime in those trades, 
and he did appeal to the Home Secretary 
not to allow the hon. Member for Ren- 
frewshire to destroy the Bill and take the 
guts out of it. If this whittling down 
process went on the Bill would be useless. 
He was convinced that the nation which 
worked the most overtime was the nation 
which had most to fear in the world’s 
competition. If they removed overtime 
altogether they cheapened the cost of 
production and improved the health of 
their workmen. During the last few 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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years in the engineering trade the efforts 
of employers had systematically tended to 
reduce overtime, and in that trade they 
had now a normal nine-hour day and in 
some cases eight and a half hours, and it 
was gradually coming down to eight 
hours. By abolishing overtime in the 
engineering trade they had lengthened 


the average life of the operative engineer 


from the age of forty-two years to fifty- 
four, and that had been accomplished 
in less than forty years. To add ten or 
twelve years to the working life of an 
engineer was a great thing to have done 
by the abolition of overtime. If this 
could be done with engineers, why not 
with unskilled workmen and, above all, 
in the case of unorganised women and 
children and young persons? He ap- 
pealed to the Home Secretary not to 
adopt the policy put forward by the hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire. 


Mr. RENSHAW said his Amendment 
did not apply to young persons or chil- 
dren, and it only applied to women. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought the right 
hon. Gentleman should have further 
time to consider what Amendments he 
would move in Committee, for there 
were very few Amendments indeed in the 
name of the Home Secretary. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) protested against 
this Amendment, and said that for a 
great number of years he had advocated 
the abolition of all overtime. Probably 
because the hon. Member for Renfrew- 
shire was interested in a trade in which 
the people worked longer hours he 
would like to see the hours increased in 
other trades. He accepted the Amend- 
ments of the hon. Member for Renfrew- 
shire with a great deal of suspicion, and 
he had noticed that the hon. Member 
on the debates upon various measures 
generally had the greatest number of 
Amendments on the Paper. As a repre- 
sentative of the trades unionists of the 
country, he protested against the accept- 
ance of the Amendment of the hon. 
Member to increase the overtime. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) was bitterly 
disappointed at the action of the Home 
Secretary on this question of overtime. 
The alteration was carried in the Grant 
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Committee by twenty-two against thir- 


{12 Aveustr 1901} 


teen, and six of the twenty-two were 


Unionists. 


After such a decisive division The 


it was rather hard that the House should Noes, 138. 
be called upon to reverse that decision. 


Abrahain, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen,CharlesP (Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, S. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Soland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James I'ynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Jalfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
salfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


sathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin | 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bull, William James 


Cavendish, VC W (Derbyshire) | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore. 


VOL. XCIX. 


AYES. 


Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 


| Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. | 


Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David B, (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh, ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


' Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Govern, T. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Md 
O'Brien, Patrick (ilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A, Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Philip S. (Warwick. SW 
Gardner, Ernest 
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Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 113; 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Rige, Richard 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
| Spencer,Rt HnCR.( Northants) 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt. Hn J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrE.C.(Monag’nN. 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfold, Mid 
Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks,W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. John Burns and Mr, 
Bell. 


Godson. SirAugustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,.J.(Londonderry,Seuth 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wim. 
Hardy. Lanrence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 

Hope..J. I’. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 








559 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F’. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredck. N.S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine | 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis}(Lowestoft | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt, Jas. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst. ) 


Question put, “ That the 
be there inserted.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirA lex. F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt Hon. A.J.(Maneh.) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
salfour, RtLinGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grithith- 
3ull, William James 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick. SW. 
Gardner, Ernest 


Factory ond Workshop 
| Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 


{COMMONS} 


Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
| Pemberton, John S. G. 


Penn, John 


| Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richd. 


Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
titehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


The 
Noes, L038. 


word ‘ three’ 


AYES. 
(iodson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S. 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
(ioulding, Edward Alfred 
(Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
(iroves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordG. (Mid 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. W. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hope,J. F. (Sheftield, Br’ghtsde 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W, 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milton, Viscount 


[louse 


Aets, e., Bill. 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sirs. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, HonArthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount j 
Vineent,Col. SirCE H (Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm.H. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Renshaw and Mr. Ban- 
bury. 


divided :—Ayes, 138; 
(Division List No. 465.) 


560 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, D.J.( Walthamstow) 
Morris Hon. Martin Henry F, 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian ¥ 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer ; 
Peel, HnWm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G, ? 
Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut. -ColRichard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Staly bridge 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Haekney) 
found, éames 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John ~ 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sameul Alexander 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Kast) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. T’neside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vinecent,Col-SirC EH (Shetteld 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
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Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH | Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath Mr. 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Uorset) | Wyndham, Rt. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Renshaw and Mr. 


Hon. George Banbury. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, — Helme, Norval 
Boyle, James Holland, William Henry 
Iruadhnst Henry Horniman, Frederick John 
Caldwell, James 
Cumpbell, John (Armagh, 5. ) 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, Jolin Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, 3 A. 
Doowan, P. 

Dutty, Wiiliaw "i 

Elibank, Master of 


Joyce, Michael 


Leamy, 


Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, 


M‘Govern, T. 


Moss, Samuel 


Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. a | 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


Jones, David Br vnmor(Swans’a | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Edmund 

Leese, SirJoseph!’. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 


O’Dontell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Charles Seale- | O” Kelly, Jaimes(Roscommon,N 

O’ Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
| O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond,Joln E.( Waterford) 
Kec Imond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 
Samuel, S$. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Spencer, Rt HnC, R.( Northants 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jolin M. 
Sulliv an, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagl’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, ‘W.R. ) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Watson 


| 


Emmott, Alfred Murnaghan, George Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Field, William Murphy, John White, Luke (York, E. RB.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Nannetti, Joseph P. White,Patrick (Meath,North) 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, | wig (Kilkenny) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams.¢ )smond(Merionetl:) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 


Grant, Corrie O’Brien, < (Tipperary 'N.) | Wilson,Henry J.(York,W. RB.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. O'Connor, Bh (Liverpool) TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O’ Doherty, y illiam | Mr. John Burns and Mr. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 29, line 16, to leave out the word 
‘twenty five,’ and insert the word ‘ thirty.’ ”— 
(Mr, Renshaw.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘twenty-five ’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said this was 
a case of the reversal of the opinion of 
the Committee upon a point of great 
importance, and he did not think the 
opposition ought to give way upon it, 
because the Government had not tried 
to meet them. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I wish to remind the 
right hon. Baronet that these matters 
formed no part of the original Bill, and 
they were never contemplated by me in 
preparing this Bill. 


O’Donnell, John 


I admit that there | 


(Mayo, 8.) Bell. 


were a vast number of questions which 
required reforming in the factory laws, 
and which have received my attention. 
I do not think that the right hon. Baronet 
is justified in saying that the Govern- 
ment have not tried to meet hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. I will, however, make a 
further proposal. I propose to ask my 
hon. friend not to move his Amendment 
in the case of perishable articles, because, 
as a matter of fact, overtime in these 
trades is very rare, and I propose to allow 
this provision to stand as it is. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the right hon. 
Gentleman's statement showed how de- 
sirable it was that the Government 
should propound their own Amendments. 
The Home Secretary gave away his case 
when he said that the Government did 
not contemplate these matters in draw- 











{COM 


ing up the Bill as it now stood. There- 
fore it was the duty of the Government 
to put down their own Amendments. 
The hon. Member for Renfrewshire, 
without a word of explanation, moved 
this Amendment in the style of an 
Attorney General. At this hour of the 
morning that was not the usual way to 
deal with a question of this kind. He 
suggested to the Government that they 
should now postpone this clause and 
proceed with some less 
business, 
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Fuctory and I ‘orkshop 


*Mr. RITCHIE: We cannot postpone 
this clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought they 
should insist upon the Government 
putting down their own Amendment, 
because they had been Renshawed 
enough for one night. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS suggested that the 
right hon. Baronet should accept the 
offer of the* Home Secretary and agree 
to the twofAmendments of the hon. 
Member tor Rentrewshire on condition 
that they had no more from the hon. 
Member. If that was the view of the 
Home Secretary, there was no reason 
why the House should not reach Clause 
80 before they adjourned, provided the 
hon. Member for Renfrewshire would 
pair with him and they both went home. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that. as 
far as he was concerned, he thought they 
ought to accept the offer of the right hon. 
Gentleman, although it re- 
versed the decision of the Committee 
on one point, it still showed that the 
tendency of the House was to reduce the 
number of hours. 


because, 


Mr. RENSHAW said he was willing 
to withdraw the other Amendments, but 
he wished it to be clearly understood 
that, in placing his Amendments on the 
Paper, he had had no consultation with 
the Government whatever. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: The object of the 


next Amendments standing on the Paper 
in my name is to make it clear that all | 


contentious | 
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‘underground bakehouses which are in 
existence at the time of the passing of 
the Bill may obtain a certificate of 
sanitary fitness if they can show them- 
selves to be fit. Of course, after the date 
no new underground bakehouse will be 
allowed at all. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 101, page 54, line 19, to leave 
out ‘A place underground,’ and insert ‘An 
underground bakehouse.’ ”’—(J/r. Ritchic.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 101, page 54, line 20, to leave 
out ‘on the first day of January, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-six.’ and insert ‘at 
the passing of this Act.’”—(.Vr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. 'T. M. HEALY suggested that the 
Amendment, instead of reading “ after 
the passing of this Act,” should set forth 
some definite date in 1901 or 1902. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that he had adopted 
the ordinary phraseology, and would 
prefer to adhere to it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In Clause 101, page @4, line 22, at begin- 
ning, to insert ‘Subject to the foregoing pro- 
vision.’ ”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. TENNANT inquired the object of 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: | have already stated 
the object of all three Amendments. 
The House will remember that I under- 
took when the clause was under con- 
sideration in the Grand Committee to 
make it perfectly clear that no under- 
ground bakehouse could be built after 
the passing of the Act, and the Amend- 
ments are simply to carry out that 
undertaking. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS asked whether 
'the Amendments would impair what the 
| Government had originally put in the 
Bill. 
| *Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly 


strengthens it very materially. 


not. It. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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*Mr. THORNTON (Battersea, Clap- 


ham) explained that the Amendments he 
had placed on the Paper would, if carried, 
allow the machinery and engines con- 
nected with steam bakeries to remain in 
their present position. Moreover; these 
Amendments would permit rooms below 
the surface being utilised for the purpose 
of storing eggs and milk, which are 
necessary adjuncts to baking and need a 
cool temperature for preservation. As 
for the engines which drive the steam 
bakeries, they would have to be removed 
in a Vast majority of cases unless these 
Amendments were accepted. He had beer 
asked to bring the matter up by the 
master bakers of London, and therefore 
© hoped the House would accept this 
and the next Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In clause 101, page 54, line 26, after the 
word ‘any’ to insert the word ‘baking.’ ” 
—(Mr. Thornton.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘baking’ be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The object of the 
Amendment, which | think is a perfectly 
right one, is to make it clear that the 
term ** baking room ”’ includes any room 
in which any process incidental to baking 
is carried on—that is to say, there can be 
no underground apartment connected 
with baking, but there may be an engine 
room. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that was not 
what the hon. Member for Clapham 
wished. What he wanted was that eggs 
and other things necessary for the 
making of bread and confectionery 
should be allowed to be stored under- 
ground. It did seem to him (Mr. Burns) 
that if an underground bakehouse was 
not to be allowed, then surely the reason 
which had induced the Government to 
take that step applied also to the storage 


of milk and eggs in underground apart- | 


ments. He advised the Home Secre- 
tary not to allow food to be stored in 


places in which he would not allow bread 


to be baked. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No one can be keener | 


in this matter of bakehouses than I am ; | 


but surely the hon. Gentleman is going a 


little too far when he says that eggs or | 
! 
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milk carinot be safely stored in an under- 
ground apartment. I should have 
thought that both eggs and milk were 
better if kept underground. 


Railway Debentures. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. COHEN moved the Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Hackney, providing that 
where the occupier applied to a court of 
summary jurisdiction, under the Act, for 
an order concerning the expense, or 
apportionment of the expense, of so 
altering premises as to enable them to 
obtain a certificate of fitness, the court 
may either make such order, “ or in the: 
alternative may, at the request of the 
occupier, determine the lease.”” He ex- 
plained that he had himself placed an 
Amendment on the Paper, but that of 
his hon. and learned friend better carrie q 
out the object which he had in view. 


‘ 

Amendment proposed— , 
_ “In Clause 101, page 55, line 13, at end to 
insert ‘or in the alternative the court yay. at 


the rejuest of the occupier, deter ine the 


lease.’ °—(.Wr. Cohen.) 


Other Amendments mad .. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Further Proceedings on Consideration. 
as amended (by the Standi .¢ Committee), 
deferred till to-morrow. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS , [SALAR Y}. 
Considered in Comp jittee. 
(In the Committee.) 

_ Resolved, That iti s expedient to autho 
rise the payment, ‘out of moneys to be 
provided by Parlia ment, of a salary not 
exceeding £1,000 e, year to another of the 
Commissioners ay pointed under the pro- 
visions of the Light Railways Act, 1896. 


|—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Resolution to be reported this day. 


EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES) 
BILL. 

Read a second time and committed 
for this day. 





567 Navy and Army 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1899-1900. 


Resolutions reported. 


Whereas it appears by the Navy Appro- 
priation Account for the year ended the 
31st day of March, 1900, and the state- 
ment appended thereto, as follows, viz. :— 


(a) That the gross expenditure for 
certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a 
total sum of £1,151,718 11s. 2d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the 
schedule hereto appended ; while the 
gross expenditure for other Navy 
Services fell short of the estimate 
of such expenditure by a total sum 
of £1,749,812 15s. 2d.. as shown in 
column No. 2 of the said appended 
schedule, so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the Navy 
Services fell short of the gross esti- 
mated expenditure by the net sum of 
LHD98,094 As. ; 

(b) That the total actual receipts 
in aid of the grants for Navy Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by 
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the sum of £265,185 6s. 6d., as shown 
in column No. 4 of the said appended 
schedule ; 

(c) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expenditure 
are as follows, viz :— 

£ s. 
- 1,793,043 11 2 
929,764 U0 8 


Total Surpluses 
Total Veficits 


Net Surplus £863,279 10 6 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty's Treasury have tempo- 
rarily authorised the application, in redue- 
tion of the net charge on Exchequer 
Grants for certain Navy Services, of the 
whole of the sums received in excess of 
the estimated Appropriations - in - Aid, 
in respect of the same Services ; and have 
also temporarily authorised the applica- 
tion of so much of the said total surpluses 
on certain Grants for Navy Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits 
on other Grants for Navy Services. 


1. “That the application of — such 
sums be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 





Gross Expenditure. 


Navy Service 


Number of 1899-1900, 


I. xeesses of 
Actual over 


Approvriations in Aid, 


Deficiencies — Surplases 
of Actual of Aciual 
as compared as compared 


Surpluses of 
Estimated 


Vote. Estimated over Actual with Esti- with Esti- 
Votes. Ex oa =o9 | te pon a ated mated 
.Xpenditure. xpenditure, Receipts. Receipts. 
1. 2. 5 4, 
£ d, GS me et: £ «#. ad. £ 8. 
1 . Wages, ete., of Off- 
cers, Seamen, and 
Boys, Coast Guard, 
and Royal Marines — 29,559 17 0 ~- 5,078 14 0 
2 Victualling and 
Clothing for the 
Navy... ae ... 245,366 4 10 — 94,407 5 11 
3 .. Medical Establish- 
ments and Services — 29 16 11 — as 7 6 
4 Martial Law ... — 2,601 17 8 —_ — 40 17 2 
5 Edueational Services — 5,001 12. 6 rae 395 7 3 
6 Scientific Services... 1,148 15 2 5,159 13 10 
7 foyal Naval Re- 
serves Ae me 42,243 13 1 _ 9 3 3 
8 Shipbuilding, Re- 
pairs, Maintenance, 
ete. : 
Sec. 1... Personnel 64,419 0 2 - — 240 9 11 
Sec. 2... Matériel .. $09,951 11 11 = — 126,088 17 4 
See, 3... Contract Work... _ 11,489,405 13 5 — 315 3 3 
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SCHEDULE—continued. 











(cross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 
Navy Serviecs, Excesses of — Surpluses of Deficiencies Surpluses 
Number of 1899-1900, Actual over — Estimated of Actual of Actual 
Vote. Estimated over Actual ** some as compared 
Votes. Gross Gross with Esti- with Esti- 
Expenditure. Expenditure. — mated 
tecelpts. Receipts. 
L. as 3. 4, 
a d, ef »s. d. € «s« a. a a 
9 ... Naval Armaments ... — 124,970 1 9 19,413 14 9 
10 .. Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs at Home 
and Abroad .. = 40,256 2 7 10.865 15 8 
1] . Miscellaneous  Etffee- 
tive Services bes 27,140 8S 7 1.135 0 2 
12 .. Admiralty Office 4499 8 8 10 7 
13 .. Half-pay, Reserved 
and Retired Pay... -= SOS 7 5 1; 3 6 
i .. Naval ‘and Marine 
Pensions, Gratuities, 
and Compassionate 
Allowances ... ia - 10,130 5 1 118 17 10 
15 w Civil Pensions and 
Gratuities... e - 1,759 1 7 9 4 7 
16 .. Additional Naval 
Foree for Service in 
Australasian Waters 42216 0 4 0 0 
Amount written off 
as irrecoverable " 2,196 12 0 - - — 
1,151,718 IL 21,749,812 15 2 265,185 6 6 


| 


\ eee 





Net Surplus, £598,094 4 0 Surplus, £265,185 6 6 








Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... £863,279 10 6 


Whereas it appears by the Army Appro- 
priation Account for the year ended the 
dist day of March, 1900, and the state- 
ment appended thereto, as follows, viz. :— 


(a) That the gross expenditure for 
certain Army Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £950,384 16s. 6d., as shown 
in column No. 1 of the schedule 
hereto appended; while the gross 
expenditure for other Army Services 
fell short of the estimate of such 
expenditure by a total sum _ of 
£1,634,061 5s. 2d., as shown in column 
No. 2 of the said appended schedule ; 
so that the gross actual expenditure 
for the whole of the Army Services 
fell short of the gross estimated expendi- 
ture by the net sum of £683,676 8s.8d.; 

(b) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Army Services fell short of the estimate 





of such receipts by a total sum of 
£262,092 2s. 3d., as shown in column 
No. 3 of the said appended schedule ; 
while the receipts in aid of other 
Army Services exceeded the estimate 
of such receipts by a total sum of 
£130,217 16s. 10d., as shown in 
column No. + of the said appended 
schedule; so that the total actual re- 
ceipts in aid of the Grants for Army 
Services fell short of the total esti- 
mated receipts by the net sum of 
£131,874 5s. 5d. ; 


(c) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for 
Army Services and the net expenditure 
are as follows, viz. :—- 


rs Sd: 
Total Surpluses = - - - 1,437,483 17 3 
Total Deficits - - - $85,681 14 0 








Net Surplus £551,802 3 3 
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And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application, in 
reduction of the net charge on Exchequer 
Grants for certain Army Services, of the 
whole of the sums received in excess of 
the Estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in 
respect of the same Services ; and have 
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to 


also temporarily authorised the applica- 
tion of so much of the said total surpluses 
on certain Grants for Army Services 
as is necessary to cover the said total 
deficits on other Grants for Army 
Services. 

2. “ That the application of such sumg 
be sanctioned.” 


SCHEDULE. 





Gross Expenditure. 


Excesses of | Surpluses of 


Appropriations in Aid, 


Deficiencies of Surpluses of 


~ Army Services, 1899-1900, Actual over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
= Estimated | over Actual compared with compared with 
> Votes. Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
.> Expenditure, | Expenditure. teceipts. teceipts, 
Z 1. 2 3. 4, 
£ 8. d. z= s, a. £ s d L s a. 

1 Vay, ete., of Army (Gene- 

ral Staff, Regiments, 

Reserve, and Depart- 

ments)... ‘ike re — 1,086,432 15) 4 129.050 6 7 
2 Medieal Establishments : | 

Pay, ete. ... 29,480 6 5 — 425 0 10 


3 Militia: Pay, Bounty, ete. ~ 

4 Yeomanry Cavalry : Pay 
and Allowances... — 

5 Volunteer Corps : Pay and 
Allowances _ 

6 Transport and Remounts | 110,470 9 5 

7 Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies 

8 Clothing Establishments 
and Services te 

9 Warlike and other Stores 
Supply and Repair 

10 Works, Buildings, and Re- 


88,006 0 11 


| 201,370 16 4 


pairs: Cost, ineluding | 
Stat for Engineer Ser- 
vices a2 | — 


1] Establishments for Mili- 
tary Education . 

12. Miscellaneous Effective 
Services ... os 

i3 War Office: Salaries and 
Miscellaneous Charges... 

14 Non-effective Charges for 
Officers, ete. = 

15 Non-etlective ¢ ‘harges for 
Men, ete.. 2 

1G Super: annus ation, C ompen- 
sation, and Compassion- 
ate Allowances ... 


1411 12 38 
23,058 8 5 


3,308 10 9 


643 2 § 
Balances irrecoverable... 797 18 5 


NO 384 16 6 


Net Surplus, £683,676 8 8 


491,877 10 11 | 


Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ... 


| 250,294 11 1 


2,916 8 5 


4,661 5° 5 + 0 0 


— 
uu 
to 


736 15 8 


10,664 
38,237 8 3 


58,983 5 11 


| 58,404 3 6 


224,270 51,015 13 1 


- ~ 3,729 11 7 





24,197 15 10 


130 1 0 


54.558 3 6 20,962 4° 6 


3,184 10 1 2,656 14 7 


2 262,092 2 3 130,217 16 10 
‘ 


L6384,061 5 


Net Deficit, £131,874 5 5 


£551,802 3 3 
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513 Youthful 


were discussed at some length on Thurs- 
day last, and having asserted their right 
to discuss them, although there were 
several other points which he should 
like to raise, he would make an urgent 
appeal to his hon. friends not to insist 
upon their rights to discuss these resolu- 
tions further. They had asserted their 
right of discussion in this matter, and 
in view of the conciliatory action of 
the Home Secretary he would appeal 
to his hon. friends to allow these resolu- 
tions on Report to pass. 


Resolutions agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS [8tn Avcaust]. 
tesolution reported— 


“That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
Service of the year ending on the 
3ist day of March, 1902, the sum of 
£86,756,285 be granted out of the Con- 
solidated Fund of the United Kingdom.” 


Yesolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by The 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr 
Austen Chamberlain. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
TION) BILL. 
“To apply a sum out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund to the service of the year 
ending on the thirty-first day of March, 
one thousand nine hundred and two, 
and to appropriate the Supplies granted 
in this Session of Parliament.” 


(APPROPRIA- 


Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time to- 
morrow. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


| Mr. Parker Situ (Lanarkshire, Partick) 
in the Chair. | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would not 
offer any opposition to this Bill. The | 
principle of excluding tenants had gone 
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Mr. DILLON said these resolutions | 
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far enough, and he had the gravest 
doubts as to the wisdom of the measure. 
He had intended to put down some 
Amendments, but in view of the circum- 
stances of the case he would not do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not propose 
to move any Amendments which stand 
in my name. 

Bill reported, without amendments ; 


read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL 


{ Lords]. 
Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 

ADJACENT LAND) [EXPENSES]. 
Resolution reported— 

“That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of all Ex- 
penses incurred by the Commissioners 
of Works under any Act of the 
present session for the acquisition of 
certain land, near the National Gallery 
in London, and for other purposes 
connected therewith.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


NATIONAL GALLERY 
ADJACENT LAND) 
BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without amendment; read the third 
time, and passed. 


(PURCHASE OF 
(RE-COMMITTED) 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 


| mittee), considered. 


A Clause (Limitation of costs)— 
(Mr. Secretary Ritchie)— brought up, 
and read the first and second time, and 


| added. 


Further Proceeding on Consideration, 
as amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), deferred till to-morrow.! 


Y 


Adjournment of 
REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS 
DEATHS BILL. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [17th June], * That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


575 


AND 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second 
mitted for To-morrow. 


time, and com- 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [EXPENSES]. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to 
authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of all 
Expenses incurred in relation to Criminal 
Lunatics under any Act of the present 
Session to amend the Law relating to 
Lunatics in lreland.—(.Vr. Wyndham.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILL [Lords]. 

Order tor Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 

(APPEALS) BILL [Lords]. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 
{Mr. Parker Situ (Lanarkshire, 
Partick, in the Chair. | 
Clause 1: 
A 


1 Amendment made. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY understood there 
was a separate Customs house in the | 
Isle of Man, and he asked what was the 
position of the island with regard to the 
coal tax and the sugar duty. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen Ctiam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, EK.) said the 
position of the Isle of Man with regard 
to the coal duty was similar to that of | 
Ireland. The inhabitants of the Isle of 
Man would not pay the coal duty, but 
the Budget Bill recently passed gave the 
Treasury power to limit the exportation | 
of coal from the Isle of Man, so as to| 
protect the revenue. It was not pro- | 


~ 
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‘posed to impose the sugar duty. The 
Court of Tynwald had imposed duties 
which were dealt with in the Bill, and 
the Bill was necessary to confirm the 
action of the Tynwald Court. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether any 
Papers on the matter would be laid on 
the Table, as Members for Ireland were 
interested in the question of a separate 
customs house. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
said no Papers had been laid and there 
were none to lay. The resolution of 
the Tynwald Court was a very simple 


jone, merely continuing the duties and 


customs imposed last year. 
Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 


sidered to-morrow. 


COLONIAL ACTS CONFIRMATION 
Order for Second Reading read. 


BILL. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, EF.) said 
there was a great deal of difference of 
opinion upon this question and he hoped 
the measure would not be pressed at this 
late hour of the evening. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
The object of this Bill is simply to legalise 
certain matters which ought to have 
been reserved for the Royal Assent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he hoped that his hon, friend would 
not persevere with his opposition to this 


Bill. 


Mr. POWER said that, in deference 
to the view which had been expressed 
by the right and learned Member for 


| Waterford, he would withdraw his objec 


tion. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 

Adjourned at a quarter after 
Three of the clock, a.m. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1881. 


i Return respecting ; laid before the 
Tuesday, 13th August, 1901. House (pursuant to Order of Thursday 
sini last), and to be printed. (No. 193.) 


TOOK THE OATH. LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 
fhe Lord Lurgan took the Oath. Return respecting; laid before the 


House (pursuant to Order of the Ist 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. instant), and to be printed. (No. 194.) 





¥ ; WORKHOUSE INFIRMARIES AND 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the FEVER HOSPITALS (IRELAND). 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments Return respecting; laid before the 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate | House (pursuant to Order of the 26th of 


from the Examiners that the Standing | 4 pri] last), and to be printed. (No. 195. 
Orders applicable to the following Bill | pie emia se diate: 


have been complied with :— sseminend 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order} AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 








(No. 4). | ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
The same was ordered to lie on the | House in Committee (according to 
Table. Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 


ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL {a.1.]. | 


Commons’ Amendments considered, | IRISH LAND PURCHASE ACTS. 


and agreed to. Viscount TEMPLETOWN: My 
asi: . Lords, I beg to move for the Return 
LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. which stands in my name on the Paper, 
Returned from the Commons, agreed to. | relative to transactions under land pur- 
chase legislation in Ireland. His 

DERBY CORPORATION BILL. Majesty’s Government have made __ it 
teturned from the Commons, with | known that they intend to introduce a 
the Amendments, agreed to. /new Land Purchase Bill of a comprehen- 


sive character next session. The whole 

HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. | subject is, therefore, certain to be care- 
RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT fully considered during the recess by 
BILL [.1.]. 'those who are interested in it, and it 

Returned from the Commons agreed | would be useful to have a Return, giving 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- | what I may call a bird’s-eye view of the 
ments considered, and agreed to. | work done, and the rate of progress from 
| year to year under legislation of this 
|character up to the present time. My 
RETURNS, REPORTS. ETC. | proposed Return is so framed as to show 
gees / what I think is the case, namely, that the 


SECONDARY EDUCATION | rate of progress has increased according 
(SCOTLAND). ‘ |as the terms of repayment, and other 


Report for 1901, by Sir Henry Craik, | provisions of these Acts have been made 
K.C.B., on the inspection of higher-class | MOT® and more liberal and workable. 
schools and the examination for leaving | The policy of land purchase, if we leave 
certificates. ‘out of account a small class of cases 

under the Irish Church Act of 1869, 
CHINA, No. 6 (1901). may be said to have originated in the 


Le 7 
wen : ; nd Act of 1870, under which the 
Further correspondence respecting the | Commissioners of Public Works in Ire- 
a China (in continuation | land were authorised to advance two 
of ““ China, No. 5 (1 ai ew : ees ZA 
Seeing ; conn ‘thirds of the purchase-money to 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | intending tenant-purchasers, who had to 
to lie on the Table. | repay same in thirty-five years by an 
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annuity of 5 per cent. These provisions | | |set of figures will be sufficient, because 
were not found to be workable to| almost the whole of the ten millions 
any important extent, and accordingly, | authorised by those Acts had been ps 
under the Act of 1881, the Land Com-| for before 22nd August, 1891. I should 
mission were authorised to advance three-| wish to omit from this table the opera- 
fourths of the purchase- money, but no | tions under Section 5 of the Ashbourne 
improvement was made in the terms of | Act, because they consist almost entirely 
repayment. This very timid and trifling | of sales of estates or portions of estates 
improvement in the terms did very little, | negotiated through the Land Judges’ 
as might have been expected, to extend | Court. There are special questions con- 
the policy of land purchase. | nected with those operations, and it 

In Table I. of my proposed Return I | would be useful and convenient to have 
only ask, therefore, for general informa- ‘them tabulated separately. In Table III. 
tion, in the most summarised form, of |I ask for similar yearly returns of the 
the operations which took place prior to| work done under the Acts of 1891 and 
the Act of 1885. The Act of 1885 has | 1896, except the portions of those Acts 
been always popularly known as the Ash- | which are administered by the Congested 
bourne Act, a title which appropriately | Districts Board and the Land Judges’ 
recognises the important part which was|Court. In Table IV. I propose similar 
taken by my noble and learned friend | particulars respecting operations under 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland in getting the Redemption of Rent Act of 1891. 
it passed. It enabled the Land Com- | This Act was rushed through Parliament 
mission to advance the whole purchase- | at the end of the session of 1891, at a date 
money for the tenant if the landlord| when it was impossible to take the sense 
consented to a portion thereof (fixed by | of your Lordships’ House upon its pro- 
the Act at not less than one-fifth) to be visions. They are so extraordinary that 
retained for sixteen or seventeen years| when they were incidentally mentioned 
as a guarantee deposit, and it extended |in a subsequent session the noble Mar- 
the term for repayment from thirty-five | quess at the head of the Government 
to forty-nine years, and reduced the | found it difficult to believe that such an 
tenant’s annual payment from 5 per “Act could have been proposed and carried 
cent. to 4 per cent. on the amount of the; by his Government. They provide, 
purchase-money. These important steps | practically, that a tenant holding under a 
towards more liberal terms at once gave lease perpetually renewable, or a grantee 
a great impetus to the land purchase | under a fee-farm grant, if he can persuade 
policy, and from that time forward it the Land Commission that his rent repre- 
becomes important to have tables show- sents a full agricultural rent, may require 
ing the progress made from year to year | his landlord to sell his holding to him on 
under each of the principal forms or | terms to be agreed upon between them, 
methods of land purchase, and also under | or, failing such agreement, at a_ price 








each of the principal stages of procedure— 
namely, loans applied for, loans sanc- 
tioned, and loans issued. These par- | 
ticulars are given in the yearly or other | 
periodical reports issued by the Irish | 
Land Commission, and I therefore antici- | 
pate that very little trouble and expense 


| the so-called Fair Rent Acts. 


compulsorily fixed by the Land Con- 
} mission ; and if the landlord will not 


agree to a sale, then the tenant can have 
his perpetual lease or fee-farm grant con- 
verted into a present tenancy, and can 
have his rent periodically revised under 
It would, 


would be entailed on that Department | I think, be useful and instructive to have 
by asking them to lay them before Par-|a table showing how this remarkable 
liament and the public in the collective | | Piece of Unionist legislation has been 
and ‘tabular form indicated in my pre- | _ working, as far as its compulsory sale 





pc osed Return. 

In Table II. of my Return I ask for | 
pirticulars respecting operations under | 
the Ashbourne Act and the Acts extend- | 
ing or amending it. I ask for them for} 
eich year down to and including 1891, 
but for the ten years following 1891 one | 


Viscount Templetown. 


| provisions are concerned. 

Table V. is designed to show the 
working of the provisions for the sale 
| of estates or portions of estates through 
'the Land Judges’ Court under Section 
5 of the Ashbourne Act, to which 
|I have already referred. Table VI. deals 
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with operations under the compulsory | 
sale provisions of the notorious fortieth 
section of the Act of 1896. It seems 
scarcely necessary for me to say that they 
are the subject of special interest and of 
much controversy. Table VII. is in-| 
tended to give us similar details as to the 
land purchase operations effected through 
that valuable body the Congested Dis- 
tricts "Board. The note at the end of 
my Return is intended to indicate that, 
if¢possible, the word “loans” should be 
treated as indicating the number ot 
tenant purchasers under each heading, 
but, if this would make any difficulty in 
framing the tables, perhaps the number 
of tenant purchasers created by these 
operations could be given separately. 

I am also anxious that the highest and 
lowest prices of guaranteed land stock 
on the Dublin Stock Exchange should 
be shown, as far as practicable, for each 
of the periods during which this stock 
has been the medium of payment. I 
am informed that this information could 
be inserted with sufficient accuracy from 
some of the official Stock Exchange 
publications, or could be supplied by the 
Government brokers. The price of this 
stock in the market is generally regarded 
as having been an important factor in 
enabling many landlords to sell at prices 
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which they could not otherwise have 
accepted. This last fact suggests to me 


‘to urge upon the Government that, if 


they wish to really extend the operations 
of the Land Purchase Acts, it is at least 
as important to tempt landlords to sell 
as to tempt tenants to buy. The im- 
provements in the provisions of these 
Acts have hitherto been almost entirely 
limited to the last-named object. If the 
Government, in their proposed new 
legislation, would try to remove some 
of the formidable difficulties which deter 
many vendors from using these Acts, 
they would probably find that they had 
thereby done more to promote the 
extension of the land purchase operations 


‘than anything that has yet been done 


with that object in view. 


Moved, for the following Return— 


Return showing, as far as practi- 
cable, for each year (or other stated 
period) (1) the Lowest and Highest 
Prices (in each calendar year) of 
Guaranteed Land Stock; and (2) the 
Number and Amount of Loans under 
the Land Purchase Acts (as defined in 
Section 48 (1) of the Land Law (Ire- 
land) Act, 1896). Such Return to be 
as nearly as possible in the following 
form :— 





‘TABLE I.—Loans issued under all the said Acts 


in respect of Transactions for the Purchase by 


Tenants of their Holdings entered into prior to the passing of the Purchase of Land 


(Ireland) Act, 1885, viz. :— 


(a) Number of Loans issued 








(6) Amount of such Loans - - oe 

Price of Land Loans Loans Loans 

Stock. | Applied for. | Sanctioned. Issued. 
Year ended. aie RN Sa Sn Beg Corr t Pt ee ore 
“ # o | & 2 = - | & 

(1) Pp; SB le elelelelé 

a ee Zi <q/a4/)/<4a)12 < 

(2) 3) | 4) 6 | © |] ®&) & 
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TABLE IL.—Under Land Purchase Acts of 1885 (except Section 5), 1887, 1888, and 1889. 





August 22nd, 1886 - - - | 
1887 - 


£ | | 


| | 
| | | | « 
| | 
if 4 





¥% ae | sank 
wf ae oe 
= 1890 - - i | — 
a | aoe? 2 
August 22nd, 1891, to March 31st, | 
1901. | a 
Totals” - - -| — | 
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Year ended 


(1) 
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Price of Land Loans Loans Loans 

Stock. Applied for. Sanctioned. | Issued. 

| By 2 | -| ‘ 
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s | § |2),8)2) 8 S|: 
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° — = = | | = 
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TABLE IIJI.—Under Land Purchase Acts of 1891 (except Part II.) and 1896 (except 
Section 40 and Part IV.). 





August 5th, 1891 to March 31st, 1893 | 


-| | 


Year ended March 31st, 1894 


at vs 1895 
” ” 1896 
» om 1897 
‘a na 1898 
9° ”” 1899 
99 9 1900 
9 » 1901 
Totals - - 


| 
| 
| 
| 














TABLE IV. —Under the Redemption of Rent (Ireland) Act, 1891. 





Same periods as in Table III. 


Totals - - - - 


Same ~ Same 
as in as in 
Table Table 
III. III. 








TABLE V.—Under Section 5 of the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1885 (Sales of 


Estates or parts of Estates). 





For each year ended August 22nd, 
from 1886 to 1891. 

From August 22nd, 1891, to March 
31st, 1893. 

For each year ended March 31st 
from 1894 to 1901. 


Totals - - - 


Same | Same 


asin | asin 
Table Table | 
Ill. III. 


l 


| 














| 





_TABLE V I. _ nder Section 40 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896. 


Year ended March 31st, 1897 
1 


ze 898 

” * 1899 
as . 1900 
a a 1901 
Totals - - - 


Same asSame as 


in in 
Table Table | 
Ill. III. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


% 
os 

| 

| 








| 


= 
| 
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TABLE V Il. —Under the C ongested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts. 





From August 5th, 1891, to March — asSame as 


31st, 1893. 
For each year ended March 
3lst from 1894 to 1901. 


Totals - 


Table Table 
ILI. III. 


| 
| 





| 


| 
| = 
| |__| 
| | 





Note.—Throughout the foregoing Tables the are ‘“‘ Loans” indicates separate holdings 


and shows the number-of tenant- purchasers dealt with.—(Viscount Templetown.) 
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585 Military Operations. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBoURNE): My noble 
friend, who has taken a very great 
interest in this question, has prepared a 
form of Return with extraordinary care, 
and the information that he seeks to 
elicit will no doubt be supplied to him 
in the compendious form asked for. The 
Land Commissioners, as I mentioned a 
few days ago, are not available now to 
consult, and the Return deals very much 
with their operations. I see no objection 
to supplying the Return, and I am sure 
my noble friend will understand that if 
the information in any of the columns 
should not be as complete as he might 
wish, it will be due to the fact that it is 
not in the power of the Land Commis- 
sion to provide it. 


On Question, motion agreed to, and 
Return ordered to be laid before the 
House. 


MILITARY OPERATIONS NEAR ADEN. 

EaRL SPENCER: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary for India 
whether he can give the House any 
information regarding recent military 
operations near Aden, their object and 
results. 


*Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR INDIA (The Earl of Harpwicke) : 
My Lords, I am very glad to be able to 
supply the information asked for. In 
March, 1900, a Turkish subject, Sheikh 
Mahomed Nazir Mukhbil, established 
himself in a small fortified post in the 
country of the Haushabis, one of the 
nine tribes near Aden under a British 
protectorate. The boundaries of the 
protectorate were surveyed and mapped 
out by a British party in 1891. About 
the time to which I have referred— 
namely, in March, 1900—a party of 
Turkish troops proceeded to garrison 
the post. A reference to the Porte was 
made by Her late Majesty’s Government, 
in the course of which the Turkish 
Minister of War expressed his disapproval 
of the Sheikh’s action, and the fort was 
shortly afterwards evacuated. But after 
the withdrawal of the troops the Sheikh 
Mahomed Nazir Mnukhbil himself 
re-occupied the fort. The Haushabis 
protested against this intrusion, and 
further representations were made to 
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the Porte. which in April last assured 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Constan- 
tinople that the commander of the 
Turkish troops in Yemen would make 
the Sheikh withdraw. But, whatever 
orders may have been given, the Sheikh 
remained in possession ; and the Turkish 
Government was informed that steps 
would be taken by the British to remove 
the intruder. A force of the Haushabis 
accordingly proceeded, with the sanction 
of the Resident at Aden, on 27th June, 
to clear their territory and to destroy 
the fort. Unfortunately, however, they 
met with strong and unexpected resist- 
ance from a large force, and were unable 
to effect their object without artillery. 
In consequence of these operations 
having been unsuccessful, on 14th July 
a mixed force of 200 British troops and 
200 native infantry, with six mountain 
guns, left Aden, with strict orders not 
to cross the Turkish frontier, but to 
expel the occupants of the fort. The 
attack was delivered on 26th July, and 
an obstinate resistance encountered. 
By that evening the village and hills over- 
looking the fort were taken, and on the 
following morning the position was 
found to be abandoned by the enemy. 
The fort was blown up, and the troops 
were ordered to remain until all prospect 
of further attack was removed. They 
withdrew to Musemir on 4th August, 
and returned to Aden quite recently. 
The Turkish frontier was not crossed, 
and strict orders have been given to the 
Haushabis to respect it. The Turkish 
soldiers who were taken prisoners and 
were able to leave were taken to the 
frontier and released, as an act of courtesy 
to the Turkish Government, whose 
serious attention has been called to the 
improper conduct of their troops. The 
matter is now forming the subject 
of inquiry by the Porte. I have only 
to add that His Excellency the Viceroy 
reports that Major Rowe, who was in 
command of the expedition, consisting 
of 200 men of the Ist Battalion Royal 
West Kent Regiment and 200 men of 
the 5th Bombay Infantry and Bombay 
Sappers and Miners and officers, success- 
fully coped with serious difficulties 
and deserve credit. The conduct of 
the troops throughout seems to have 
been satisfactory, and the list of casual- 














ties, 1 may mention, was a small one. 








Petitions. 


BUSINESS OF, THEYHOUSE. 
Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and 
XLV. to be considered on Thursday 
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next in order to their being suspended | 


for the remainder of the session. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1? ; 
to be printed; and to be read 2¢ on 
Thursday next (The Earl of Denbigh). 
[No. 196.] 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 17 ; 
to be printed, and referred to the Ex- 
aminers ; and to be read 2% on Thursday 
next (The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salis- 
bury.) [No. 197.] 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five of the clock, till 


to-morrow, Eleven of the 
clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 13th August, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 220 
and 246, relating to Private Bills, be 
suspended for the remainder of the 
Session. 


That as regards Private Bills already 
returned by the House of Lords with 
Amendments, such Amendments be now 
considered. 


That as regards Private Bills to be 
returned by the House of Lords with 
Amendments such Amendments to be 
considered forthwith. 


That when it is intended to propose 
any Amendments thereto, a copy of such 


Amendments shall be deposited in the | 


Private Bill Office, and notice given on 
the day on which the Bill shall have been 
returned from the Lords.—(The Chair- 
man of Ways and Means.) 
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LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


(IN PURSUANCE OF THE ORDER OF THE House 
OF THIS DAY.) 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


| PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 


[Unper Section 9, Sup-secTion (4), OF THE 


Private LecistaTion PRocepuRE (ScoTLAND) 

Act, 1899.] 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to London 
County Council (Tramways and Street 
Widenings) Bill; Devonport Corpora- 
tion (Gas) Bill; Southampton and 
Winchester Great Western Junction 
Railway Bill; London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill. with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 
to Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords] ; 
Portmadoe, Beddgelert. and South 
Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords] ; Weston- 
super-Mare Gas Bill [Lords]; Bristol 
Corporation (Docks and Railways, Ete.) 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Petition from Abington, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT OF MALTA. 
Petition of Members of the Council 
of Government of Malta, for the appoint- 
ment of a Commission of Inquiry ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Praze (two) ; 
Rotherhithe ; and Scottish National 
Sabbath School Union ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Speymouth, in favour ; 


_to lie upon the Table. 
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SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION | CHINA (No. 6, 1901). 
BILL AND ROYAL DECLARATION BILL. Copy presented, of Further Corre- 


Jotiti ig aoaingt ° 
Petition trom Bristol, against ; to lie spondence respecting the Disturbances 


upon the Table. in China (in continuation of China (No. 
= 5, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS. ETC. 
—— | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
FEE FUND (HOUSE OF LORDS). | Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Account presented, of the Fee Fund | Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
of the House of Lords from Ist April, | 2691 to 2693 [by Command]; to lie 
1900, to 31st March, 1901 [by Com- | Upon the Table. 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
PARKS AND GARDENS (LONDON AND| _ THE CLERK UF THE HOUSE. 
DUBLIN). 1. Adjournment Motions under Stand- 
Return presented, relative thereto ing Order No. 17.—Return relative 
[ordered Ist July; Mr. T. M. Healy]; thereto [ordered 12th August ; Mr. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Caldwell] ; to be printed. [No. 346.] 
[No. 341.] 2. Closure of Debate (Standing Order 
No. 25).—Return relative thereto 
[ordered 12th August; Mr. Caldwell] ; 
to be printed. [No. 347.] 
teturn presented, relative thereto} 3. Divisions of the House.—Return 
[ordered 12th August ; Mr. Austen| relative thereto fordered 12th August ; 
Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, Mr, Caldwell]; to be printed. 
and to be printed. [No. 342.] 


CIVIL SERVANTS (RETIREMENT AT 
THE AGE OF 68). 


4. Private Bills and Private Business. — 
Return relative thereto [ordered 12th 
ELECTRIC SUPPLY UNDERTAKINGS | ies Y ; ; i 

(LOCAL AUTHORITIES) | | August ; Mr. Caldu ell] ; to be printed. 
Return prsesge relative thereto | 5 Public — ain a ‘ ro 
{ordered 1st April ; . Bartley] ; to lie | | | thereto [ordered 12th August ; Mr. 
upon the Table, and ‘a printed. [No. | | Caldwell] ; to be printed. 
343. ] | 6. Public Petitions.—Return relative 
thereto [ordered 12th August; Mr. 

ELECTRIC SUPPLY UNDERTAKINGS | Caldwell] ; to be printed. 
(COMPANIES). | 7. Select Committees.—Return rela- 

Return presented, relative thereto | tive thereto [ordered 12th August ; Mr. 
[ordered Ist April; Mr. Bartley]; to lie | Caldwell]; to be printed. 

“hg the Table, and to be printed. [No. | | 8 Sittings of the House.—Return 
344. relative thereto [ordered 12th August ; 


LOCAL TAXATION (ENGLAND) | Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. . 
ACCOUNT, 1900-1901. 9. Business of the House (Days occupied 
Return presented, relative thereto by Government and by Private Mem- 
[ordered 9th July ; Mr. Grant Lawson) ; | bers).—Return relative thereto [ordered 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | | 12th August; Mr. Caldwell]; to be 


[No. 345.] printed. [No. 348.] 
10. Sittings of the House (Divisions 
SECONDARY EDUCATION and Questions).—Return relative there- 
(SCOTLAND). to [ordered 8th August; Mr. Loder]; 


Copy presented, of Report for the | to be printed. 
year 1901 by Sir Henry Craik, K.C.B., 
on the Inspection of Higher Class Schools} EAST INDIA (INDIAN RAILWAY 
in Scotland, and the Examination for MATERIALS). 
leaving Certificates [by Command]; to} Address for “‘ Return, in tons and value, 
lie upon the Table. of all rolling stock, railway material, 














591 Returns, 
and stores supplied for Indian State and | 
Guaranteed Railways during the years 
1896 to 1900, inclusive, distinguishing 
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firms or persons, and distinguishing 
whether shipped to India by foreign 
or British vessels, in the following 
































those supplied by British and Foreign form— 
Supplied by Supplied by vs : <p 3 : 
British firms Fostign firms B so goals F ve oo 
or persons. or persons. ritish vessels. oreign vessels, 
Year. 
Tons. | Value. Tons. | Value. | Tons. Value. Tons | Value. 
| } 
z Cae ey é 
| | 
1896 - - 
1897 -—- | | 
1s98 - | | | 
1899 -~ - | 
1900 - - | 
| | 
Totals | 3 


| 
| 


—(Sir Charles Cayzer.) 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT. 


Address for “ Return of the names 
of every Member returned to serve in 
cach Parliament from the year 1885 
to the dissolution of Parliament in the 
year 1900, specifying the names of the 
county, city, university, or place for 
which returned (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 21, of session 
1887).°—(Mr. William Redmond.) 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894. 

[AccouNTS UNDER Section 1 (7) oF THE ACT.] 

Return ordered, * showing, according 

to the Accounts for the twelve months 

preceding the 3ist day of March, 1901, 

furnished to the Local Government 


Board under Section 1 (7) of the London | 


(Equalisation of Rates) Act, 1894— 


(1) The authorities to whom pay- 
ments under the Act were made by | 
the London County Council during | 
the year ; 


2) The amount so received by each | 
iacialey during the year ; 


(3) The amount of the expenses | 
incurred during the year by each such | 
authority (a) under the Public Health | 
(London) Act, 1891 ( (including expenses 
of scavenging streets) ; (b) in respect 
of lighting; and (c) in respect of | 
streets (other than the expenses of | 
scavenging) ; and 








| 


(4) The amount expended during 
the year by each such authority out of 
the sums received by them under the 
Act 

(in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 323, of Session 1900).”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


HARBOUR AUTHORITIES. 
Return ordered, “ from the Authori- 
ties of the Harbours, etc., of the United 
Kingdom— 
(1) Giving a description of works 
executed within the last twenty years, 





distinguishing piers, docks, dredging, 
lighting and buoying, other works, 


and giving the total cost of Works under 
each head ; 

(2) Giving present area and depth 
| of accommodation in Harbour for ships 
and boats, as compared with area and 

depth twenty years since 


| (3) Giving the names of the engineers 
/employed, stating if any engineers’ 
| reports on the Harbour Works have been 
made, and by whom and when ; 


(4) Giving an account of the present 
| state of the Works, including depth of 
| water at low water on the bar at entrance ; 


| (5) Giving the time of high water 
at full and change of the moon, also the 
rise of the tide at ordinary springs and 
| heaps above low water mean spring 
‘tide ; 
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(6) Giving a statement of the Income | 


for the last twenty years arising from 
tolls, dues, and rates ; 

(7) Stating, in the case of a Fishery 
Harbour, the ordinary draft of fishing 
vessels when loaded ; 

(8) Giving copies of existing Harbour 
bye-laws and regulations ; 

(9) Giving the name and constitution 
of the trustees, managers, or owners 
of the Harbour or Harbour Works ; 


(10) Stating whether the Harbour 
Authority is constituted by Statute 
or by Provisional Order, and quoting 
the Statute or Provisional Order ; 

(11) Giving the limits of the harbour 
as defined by Statute or Provisional 
Order, distinguishing (1) conservancy 
jurisdiction and (2) rating area. In cases 
where the limits are not so defined, 
stating what are the recognised limits 
and quoting the authority therefor.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — LORD 
KITCHENER’S PROCLAMATION OF 


7TH AUGUST. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
had on the Paper the following question, 
but was not in his place to put it :—‘ To 
ask the right hon. Member for North 
Armagh whether he has asked or in- 
tends to ask the Government for facili- 
ties for the moving of a resolution of 
which he has given notice with reference 
to the terms of the proclamation issued 
by Lord Kitchener on 7th August.” 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, | 


8.): May I ask you, Mr. Speaker, if it is 
in order to put such a question to a 
private Member of the House ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, as it appears to 
have reference to a resolution 


which | 


the right hon. Member has set, down on | 


the Paper subsequently. 
CoLonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) asked the Leader of the House 


whether he could give him facilities for 
moving the resolution referred to. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- | 


SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The subject can be raised on the 
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Second Reading of the Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation) Bill, which 1 hope 
to put down for Thursday. 


Questions. 


MILITARY AMBULANCES. 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, Harwich) : I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he can state what 
progress has been made in the con- 
struction of ambulances of a lighter 
character than those used at the com- 
mencement of the war in South Africa, 
and if those sent out during last year, 
as stated by Lord Raglan, have given 
complete satisfaction. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Experi- 
ments are still in progress with an im- 
proved ambulance and a special Com- 
mittee is considering the subject. No 
reports have been received in regard to 
the wagons referred to in the last para- 
graph. 


CASE OF THOMAS MACKIE. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 


I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he is aware that the 
gross misconduct which led to Thomas 
Mackie being deprived of his pension 
consisted in his having, whilst smarting 
under a sense of what he believed to be 
an act of injustice involving him in 
pecuniary Joss, sent a postcard to his 
superior officer with a view to inciting 
the latter to raise an action for libel 
against him ; whether he is aware that 
apart from this Mackie’s conduct was 
reported of the highest during the whole 
of his twenty years service in the Army ; 
and whether, taking these facts into 
consideration, he will advise that this 
man’s case be reconsidered by the Com- 
missioners. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the replies which I have already 


given to the questions put by the hon. 


Member on this subject. 


PURCHASE OF FIELD GUNS IN 
GERMANY. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the}Treasury;whether the 
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application by the authority of the Trea-|if he can state whether the usual leave 
sury of surpluses on certain grants for | will be granted to the officers and men 
Army services to cover other grants for | who have taken part in the recent Naval 
Army services in the year 1900-1901} Manceuvres, including those engaged 
includes the allocation of sums derived | in the regular Channel Squadron, as has 
from the Clothing and other Votes to the | been the custom in former years r~ the 
purchase of field guns in Germany ; and | conclusion of the said manceuvres. 
whether sanction will be sought next | 
session for such application. | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Leave 
for ships commissioned for manoeuvres 
THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1T0| will be granted as usual. Leave to ships 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER-| not specially commissioned is entirely 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir. | dependent on the exigencies of the Service, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the | NEW ROYAL YACHT 


hon. Gentleman undertake to bring on | i : 
this resolution at a reasonable time ? | Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 


Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I | to the Admiralty whether, with reference 
cannot give any undertaking as to the! tothe return of the new royal yacht to 
conduct of public business. Portsmouth, he can give particulars of 
| her defects and state what the Admiralty 
a — | propose to do with the yacht. 
NON-EI FECTIN E W ARSHIPS, | 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I} Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The Admi- 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, | .aty is not aware of anv defects ra 
having —— the fact ay ~~ Glat- the royal yacht. It is proposed to use 
- b ont ee E ore <e the vessel for the purpose for which 
: Orion en “Wyvern, and a | = “9 rai ig ered "A “ —_ 
Ae. aE x. & rar or the use of His Majesty the King. 
the gun vessels *‘ Swift” and “ Linnet,”’ ee . SORES 
are armed with muzzle-loading guns a Seren oon ee aa ye a 
het} ky in tne ak aie to Flushing and back the conduct of the 
whether it is the intention o i . ie a alice ; 
eae ; ship was in every way satisfactory. 
Majesty's Government to strike these P ie . 
vessels off the effective list. 


NAVAL WORKS BILL—COALING 

THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- | FACILITIES AT NAVAL PORTS. 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD- Forster, Bel- Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
fast, W.): The ‘ Glatton,” “ Gorgon,” (Dundee): I beg to ask the Civil Lord 
“ Hecate,” and “ Cyclops ” are ships of no | of the Admiralty if he can now specify 
moved from the effective list of the Navy, | 7 Pisces for which cosling facilities aro 
ore tat lnnee “avy. !to be provided under the Naval Works 
The “ Hotspur ” is in commission and is | pi]. ' 7 
at present performing useful duties as 
guardship. The question of removing| *Typ CIVIL LORD or tHe ADML 
her from the effective list will be con- RALTY (Mr. Pretymay, Suffolk, Wood- 
ome ee cae wae ee ce 
P ’ : + ea acilities are to be provided under the 
co aoa — a — to Naval Works Bill are Devonport, Port- 
tepreng a : , iiaager Poway shi Page § 'land, Portsmouth, the Medway, Malta, 
“A to vei as HA ag ye a on the Gibraltar, Hong Kong ; and, if there are 
«“ Swift " “sar Ps a vinadoda ee es ae. en 

‘ opted reggae, and Jamaica. 

from the effective list. 








COALING STATIONS—NAVAL OR 
NAVAL MAN(@UVRES—LEAVE TO MILITARY CONTROL. 

SAILORS. | Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 

Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.): I beg | beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 

to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty’ whether the question between the War 
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Office and the Admiralty as to the trans- 
fer of the defence of the coaling stations 
to the Navy has been decided. _ 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No decision 
has yet been come to. 


eNAVAL EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
tojask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he will issue a statement of 
money spent under the Naval Works 
Acts, 1895, 1896, 1897, and 1899, 
bringing the account up to 31st March, 
1901 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 80), before taking the Second 
Reading of the Naval Works Bill. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: As the accounts of 

expenditure for the year ending 31st 
March last will not be finally completed 
until January next, it is impossible to 
comply with the hon. Member’s request. 


WEST AFRICAN CABLES. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether in consequence of the recent 
purchase by the French Government of 
telegraph cables on the West Coast of 
Africa, the property of the West Africa 
Telegraph Company, the lines previously 
worked by that company will be so 
deviated as to avoid Bathurst and Accra, 
with which British possessions these 
lines are at present in connection. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The purchase by the 
French Government of the cables referred 
to by the right hon. Member has not yet 
been completed, but it has been arranged 
that the cables which are to be transferred 
to the French Government will be 
deviated so as not to touch at Bathurst 
and Accra. Those places will continue 
to be telegraphically connected with this 
country by other lines which are in 
British hands. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC PROCESSION AT 
WESTMINSTER. 
COLONELSAN DYS(Lanceashire, Bootle): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether 
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‘afternoon of 23rd June last, a Roman 
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Catholic procession carrying a crucifix 
and images, with priests in robes exer- 


_cising the rites and ceremonies of their 


religion and wearing the habits of their 
order, passed through the streets of 
Westminster protected by police, the 
public traffic being stopped to admit of 
the procession passing, much disappro- 
bation being openly expressed at the 
time by those present ; and, seeing that 
the ecclesiastics in this procession were 
acting in contravention of the statute, 
10 Geo. 4, ¢. 7, s. 26, whether the Chiet 
Commissioner of Police, who is respon- 
sible for permitting and protecting pro- 
cessions in the streets of London, will in 
future be directed to refuse permission 
and the protection of the police for pro- 
cessions of the kind mentioned. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, W.): Is there 
any truth in the suggestion that these 
people required protection ? 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 

THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
t1TCHIE, Croydon): I am informed that 
the Commissioner of Police gave no per- 
mission for the passage of the procession 
in question through the streets, and that 
the police simply performed their ordinary 
duty, their action being limited to the 
regulation of the traffic and preserva- 
tion of order. 

Mr. FLAVIN : Why does not the hon. 
and gallant Member who put the ques- 
tion come down here with a proposal 
that the law be enforced ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has no right to ask such a 
question of a private Member. 


BURNLEY WEAVING SHEDS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College: 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
is aware of the system which is in opera- 
tion in the weaving sheds in Burnley. 
which allows the employers to deduct 
from the operatives’ wages one halfpenny 
per loom for the purpose of having the 


_machinery oiled, and whether steps will 


be taken to have the practice abolished. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I 


have made in- 


the Government is aware that, on the! quiries and find that the practice de- 
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scribed in the question exists and is{ reduce the number of bathrooms at 
alleged to give rise to abuses. In any | present in the House for the convenience 
other industry the factory inspectors | of Members ; and, if so, whether, before 
would be able to deal with such abuses | reducing the number of rooms, he will 
under the Truck Act, 1896, but opera-| inquire whether, because of the in- 
tives engaged in cotton weaving were at| creased number of Members who use 
their own request excluded from the | those bathrooms during the session, and 
operation of that Act, and the Factory | the difficulty often experienced by Mem- 
Department is, therefore, powerless to| bers to get the use of a room, an in- 
intervene. creased number of bathrooms is required ; 
and whether he will provide more rooms. 
RAILWAY RATES FOR FOREIGN 
TIMBER. | THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 1| WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuGLas, Kent, 
beg to ask the President of the Board of | St. Augustine’s): The Report of the House 
Trade whether he is aware that the rate | of Commons’ Accommodation Committee 
for foreign timber is 8s. 6d. per ton, and| recommended that the existing four 
the rate for native timber is 16s. 10d. | bathrooms should be removed in order 
per ton, and whether he will cause in-| to provide the corridor to the additional 
quiries to be made and a remedy provided | smoking rooms ; and. in lieu thereof, it 
in this case of a preferential rate in favour | was proposed to place three new bath- 
of the foreigner. rooms immediately adjoining the present 
dressing rooms. If, however, it is 
THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | possible to increase the number of such 
oF TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, | rooms, I shall be most happy to consider 
Central) : No, Sir, I am not aware that | it. 
the figures are correct, and I cannot | 
undertake to embark upon a general| ' ene Meee 
inquiry. I would point out to the hon.) WALSALL SCHOOL EXEMPTIONS. 
Member that he gives no particulars as} Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
to the incidence of the rate, where} the Vice-President of the Committee of 
charged, or for what sort of timber.! Council on Education whether he is 
From a letter he has forwarded to me! aware that the Walsall School Board, 
I gather that the rates are said to be | at its meeting in July, granted a number 
charged betweentCardiff and Birming-| of complete and partial exemptions, 
ham. This information is not, however, | and whether the Education Department 
sufficiently definite to support a com-| propose to hold any inquiry or to take 
plaint under Section 31 of the Railway | any steps to prevent this body from 
and Canal Traffie Act ; such a complaint | breaking its own bye-laws. 
should contain a specific case of alleged | 
undue preference, with full particulars,} Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
and should be made by or on behalf of a} BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
trader aggrieved. | Cambridge University): The Board of 
| Education have addressed a letter of 
MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT RETURN. | inquiry to the Walsall School Board on 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | the subject. 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
for the Home Department whether he | coRPORAL PUNISHMENT IN ELEMEN- 








will grant the Return relating to Mem- TARY SCHOOLS. 
bers of Parliament standing on to-day’s) pr MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Paper. I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
: < 'Committee of Council on Education 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. whether, under paragraph 8, page 9, of 
‘the Revised Instructions applicable to 
MEMBERS’ BATHROOMS. the Education Code of 1901, it is in- 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): tended to withdraw from responsible 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of | certificated teachers in infant schools 
Works whether it is his intention to the right to administer, where necessary, 
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personal chastisement, even of the{ Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
lightest and most trivial character. | substitution of a sub-post office for the 


| 


sir J. GORST: The Board of Eduea- | 
tion intends to lay down the principles | 
that punishments which excite the 
emotion of terror in a child should not 
be employed ; that in an infant school 
no punishment should be permitted | 
which causes bodily pain: and that in 
schools for older children corporal punish- | 
ment should be discouraged as an ordi- 
nary expedient in boys’ schools, and 
altogether in girls’ schools. The applica- | 
tion of these principles is left to the dis- | . rn ll es 
| PROSECUTION UNDER THE DEBTORS 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1880--CASE OF 
SAMUEL WOLFFE. 
Mr. PARKES (Birmingham, Central) : 


cretion of the managers and teachers. | 


SCHOOL ATTENDANCE IN 


INCLEMENT WEATHER. 
Dr. MACNAMAR: I beg to ask | 
the Vice-President of the Committee of | 
Council on Education whether, under 
the new arrangements for not marking 
the school registers in country districts 
in the case of inclement weather, the 
Board of Education will rigidly insist 
upon the condition set forth in Article 
83 of the Education Code for 1901 to the 
effect that the school must have been 
open not less than 400 times ; or whether 
the Board of Education will issue a 
Minute adding a new exception to Article 
83 of the Code, so as to render the new 
regulation of Appendix II., page 37, of 
the Revised Instructions, of greater 
practical utility to the country schools. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative, and, 
consequently, to the second in the nega- | 
tive. 


WOTTON-UNDER-EDGE POST OFFICE. | 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire. Stroud): I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that the Post Office at Wotton- | 
under-Edge, Gloucestershire, has recently | 
been made an R.S.O. office; whether | 
the department will take into con-| 
sideration the advisability of restoring it 
to its former position ; and, if not, can | 
he say whether the officials have been 
instructed to demand that the words 
R.S.O. shall be added to the address of | 
all telegrams received in the town. 


former head office at Wotton-under-Edge 
was decided upon for administrative 
reasons, and, as the change does not 
involve any curtailment of the existing 
postal facilities for the public, the Post- 
master General is not prepared to alter 
the decision. It is not necessary to add 
the letters R.S.O. to the address of tele 
grams, as ‘‘ Wotton-under-Edge”’ is a 
sufficient address for telegrams for that 
place. 


'On behalf of the hon. Member for the 


Edgbaston Division of Birmingham, I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he can 
ive the reasons why in the case of 
Samuel Wolffe, late of 152, Sauchiehall 
Street, Glasgow (whose estate was seques- 
trated in 1899), the Procurator Fiscal, 
after having ordered a prosecution in 
respect of offences under the Debtors 
(Scotland) Act, 1880, and issued a war- 
rant for the arrest of the debtor, caused 
the withdrawal of such warrant and the 
abandonment of the proceedings without 
communicating with the general body 
of creditors, and on what grounds he 
refuses to comply with the wishes of 
certain creditors who, on learning of the 
abandonment of the prosecution, com- 
municated to him their desire that the 
same might be proceeded with. 


JQ 


GENERAL For 
Scott Dickson, 


SOLICITOR 
(Mr. 


THE 
SCOTLAND 


| Glasgow, Bridgeton): The charge against 


the bankrupt was originally preferred 
by the trustee in the sequestration who 
represents the general body of creditors, 
and a warrant was issued for apprehen- 
sion. Subsequently, and after further 
inquiries, the trustee communicated to 
Crown counsel the desire of himself and 
the principal creditors, as expressed both 
by letter and by a motion to that effect 
carried at a meeting of creditors, that the 
charge should be withdrawn. A _pre- 
cognition was taken and Crown counsel 
came to be of opinion that there was not 
sufficient evidence to make a conviction 
at all probable. In these circumstances 
Crown counsel in November. 1900, 
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ordered the abandonment of the prosecu- 
tion. That decision was communicated 
to the accused, and it would not be in 
accordance with practice now to re- 
institute criminal proceedings. 


GOVERNMENT SERVANTS AND POOR 
RATES--CASE OF THOMAS 
EGLINGTON. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, W.): I 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of Thomas 
Eglington, w ho, after serving six years 
in the Army and a further period of six 
years as postman in the service of the 
Post Office, has become a burden on the 
ratepayers of the Kenmare Union, county 
Kerry, in consequence of ill-health as 
certified by the medical officer, and is in 
receipt of 3s. per week outdoor relief ; 
and whether he will consider the grant 
of some pension to this man who has 
given the best period of his life to the 
service of the Government to prevent 
his thus becoming a charge on the rate- 
payers. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I have 
no information on the first paragraph. 
The question of the grant of a pension 
in respect of service in the Army or Post 


Office does not rest with the Irish Govern- | 


ment. I shall bring the question of the 


hon. Member under the notice of each | 


of these Departments. 


BANAGHER GREAT FAIR. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
with reference to the forestalling of 
Banagher Great Fair, he will consider 


the effect of such forestalling on the | 


attendance of foreign or outside buyers, 
who find themselves disappointed upon 


arriving on the legal day of the fair in , 
securing the class of horses they came to | 


purchase ; and whether, as such buyers 
are often the principal purchasers of the 
more valuable animals, he will take steps 
in the interest of farmers and breeders 
of horses to prevent the destruction of 
the legal fair by the practice mentioned. 


Mr. WYNDHAM promised to see 


what steps could be taken in the matter, 


{COMMONS} 


beg 


whether, | 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire into the whole 
circumstances and not confine himself 
to one particular case ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. Sir. 


PROHIBITION OF THE DROMOD 
MEETING. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a public meeting was to have 
been held at Dromod, county Monaghan, 
on the 3rd instant, and that a local 
sergeant of police, named Sullivan, 
went through the neighbourhood caution- 
ing the people against attending the 
meeting, and if he can state by what 
authority Sergeant Sullivan acted in 
this case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police had 
reason to believe that it was intended 
to hold a meeting on the 4th, not 3rd 
instant, in close proximity to a certain 
holding at Dromod, and that if held at 
this place it would lead to a breach of the 
peace and would be an unlawful assembly. 
The promoters were accordingly warned 
that the meeting would not be permitted 
in the immediate vicinity of the holding 
in question. A meeting was held else- 
where, however, without interference 

Mr. DALY: Who instructed the 
sergeant to take this action ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That would be 
done on general instructions. It was 
done on the authority of the Govern- 
ment, and I accept full responsibility 
for it. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May any policeman 
warn any person he likes ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a general question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: 
one, though. 


It is a very pertinent 


IRISH AGRARIAN OFFENCES. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in the Return of 
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Agrarian Outrages during the quarter 
ended 30th June, 1901, the number of 
offences classed as incendiary fires, 
twenty, and as intimidation, twenty- 
three, is correctly stated; and if so, 
whether, in view of the nature of the 
evidence given at the recent summer 
assizes in Ireland in regard to incendiary 
fires, inquiries will be made as to how 
these figures are arrived at. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Twenty-three 
threatening letters were reported during 
the quarter, and one case of intimidation 
(Donegal) other than by threatening 
letter. The number of incendiary fires 
reported was twenty. The reference to 
the evidence given at the recent assizes 
is not understood, but I may observe 
that in the majority of cases in which 


claims for compensation for malicious | 


burnings are heard on appeal at assizes 
the offences are not of an agrarian 
character. 


fact that it has transpired at the assizes 


that a large proportion of the cases were | 
malicious only on the part of the persons | 


claiming the compensation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There have been 


cases of that kind, and there have been | make the most convenient arrangements 


| in the courthouse for the accommodation 
| of the bar, the sub-sheriff, the county 


eases where malice has not been proved, 
but the discrepancy referred to by the 
hon. Member is not accounted for by | 
what I have stated. | 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. | 
Gentleman instruct the constabulary to | 
go more minutely into these Returns? | 


{13 AuGust 1901} 
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| Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
| the agent tothe Earl of Clanricarde, who 
is High Sheriff for the county of Cavan, 
'on Ist July, without notice, broke open 
| the door of the room in the courthouse 
‘which has been used by the finance 
| committee of the County Council for its 
| meetings, and by the secretary of the 
County Council for his private office, 
removed the papers therein, and put a 
lock of his own on it ; and onsame date 
took possession of a room which the 
|Cavan Urban Council has used as an 
office and for its meetings since 1854 ; 
did the late secretary of the Cavan 
'Grand Jury always use the room in 
| which the finance committee transacted 
‘its business as a private office ; and as 
‘neither of those rooms was required 
for the use of the judges or bar in dis- 
charge of their duties, do the Govern- 
ment intend to take any notice of this 
gentleman’s conduct or make any 
change in the law, sothat county councils 


‘in Ireland shall have full control over 
Mr. FLYNN: Has the right hon. | 
Gentleman’s attention been called to the | 


the courthouses which have been built 
and maintained at the expense of the 
ratepayers, except when required at 
assizes or quarter sessions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The High Sheriff 
for the County of Cavan, who is the 
agent of Lord Clanricarde, desired to 


council, their secretary and his clerks, 
| as well as for the finance committee, and, 


when and where possible, for the urban 
district council. He had the legal right 
to make these arrangements, which in 
themselves appear reasonable and proper. 





olan : | It is not true that he broke open the door 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I think they do | of the room used by the finance com- 


inquire very closely already. | mittee or removed any papers, but it is 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) asked as | true that he put a new lock on the door, 
to the case of a man named Murphy, | #8 he designed the room for another 
prosecuted by the Crown in connection | PUTPOSe, offering the secretary a room 


with his evidence as to the burning of a | 1" exchange. I shall be happy to supply 
cowshed. | the hon. Member with the details of the 


. | re-arrangements, which are too compli- 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


cated to give in answer to a question. 
hon. Member is now asking as to a case|I have already replied to the queries 
which is not on the Paper. 


contained in the concluding part of the 
question. 


CAVAN COURT HOUSE. Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : Are 
Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg| we to understand from the right hon. 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord |Gentleman’s answer that it is in the 
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power of sheriffs of Irish counties to | facilitate the entrance of vessels ; and, 
enter these courthouses and upset the | seeing that the payment of tolls is levied 
arrangements of the local authorities ? _ | for that purpose, he will institute jin- 
| quiry as to the manner in which a remedy 
Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That | can be provided. 
is a matter of argument. 
| Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
Mr. FLAVIN : Has the sheriff a right | add te my previous reply except that I 
to go in and—— | will give the matter my personal atten- 
tion during the recess. 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That | 
is the very question I have Just ruled | 
ik atdilae. IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 
ere . : Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
BOYCOTTING—TOBERCURRY CASE. |to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
CoLoneL M’'CALMONT (Antrim, E.) :) Lieutenant of Ireland will he lay upon 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | the Table of the House a Return showing 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his’ how much of the 30 millions of money 
attention has been directed to the pro-| voted for the purchase of land in Ireland 
ceedings at Tobercurry Petty Sessions | under the Purchase Act of 1891 was 
Court, county Sligo, on Thursday last, allocated to each of the counties in Ire- 
from which it appears that a Mr. Perdue land, and how much of those various sums 
had been boycotted for taking a farm has been expended, and how much is yet 
under the eleven months system; that | available. . 
the Protestant clergyman had _ been 
boycotted because he had been seen) Mr. WYNDHAM: A Return, showing 
speaking to Mr. Perdue ; that a Roman the capital value of the share of each 
Catholic youth had been boycotted and county in the cash and contingent por- 
assaulted because he worked for this; tions of the Guarantee Fund under the 
Protestant clergyman; and that his!) Act of 1891, will be laid on the Table in 
mother had been boycotted, an attempt | the course of the present week. 
made to assault her in the chapel with a 
stick, and that subsequently the form of a 
coftin had been placed on her door ; and TARA HILL. 
whether the Government are taking) Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
steps to prevent a recurrence of such a I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
state of things, either at Achonry or Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
elsewhere. Board of Public Works will take steps 


= a eee to prevent any further excavations at 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are cor- Tara Hill. 


rectly stated in the first paragraph, 

except that Mr. Perdue did not take 2 | Miz. WYNDHAM : The Board have no 
farm on the eleven months system, ~g power to prevent excavations carried on 
purchased a farm under the Land I "with the consent of the owner, inasmuch 
chase Acts, which the 5g cage the | as the guardianship of the mounds has 
locality considered should have been | not been vested in the Board. The fact 
divided amongst themselves. The prose- that the mounds are scheduled to the 
cution referred to emlhme tg by the | ancient Monuments Act does not vest 
Government. — lhe eee to k 1e second the guardianship in the Board, or entitle 
paragraph is in the affirmative. \it to interfere with any action taken by 
| the owner. , 





KINVARA HARBOUR. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to) Mr. FLAVIN: Under the Local 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord|Government Act, have the county 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| council any control over these places ? 
aware that there is no available authority | Will the right hon. Gentleman take 
to compel the receiver of tolls at Kinvara | steps with a view to securing the preser- 
Harbour to take such measures as will | vation of this historic property ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be 
better if steps were taken by private 
individuals. 


DIAMOND NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHER 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
why Mr. William J. Walters, late teacher 
of the Diamond National School, Crumlin 
District, Register No. 8,310. has not 
received a retiring gratuity. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Walters is not 
entitled to a retiring gratuity under the 
Pension Rules. He resigned his school 
on the 28th February, 1894, in conse- 
quence of a dispute with the school 
committee. If he intended to apply for a 


gratuity on the ground of ill-health he | 


should have done so within one year 
from the date of resignation. This he 
failed to do. In 1897 and 1898 applica- 
tions on his behalf were received from 


two clergymen, but they were informed | 


that Mr. Walters could not be granted 
a retiring gratuity. 


within which notice of a claim for a 
gratuity under Rule 28 of the Superseded 
Pension Rules may be given, provided 
the Commissioners notify that there was 
reasonable excuse for the omission to 
make the application within one year, 
but no excuse has been given for the 
teacher’s omission to comply with the 
rules in this case. 


IRISH REVISION BARRISTERS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can, 


state upon what principle the Lord Lieu- 
tenant proceeds in the annual appoint- 
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hon. friend I will reply to this question. 
The Lord Lieutenant proceeds upon the 
principle of selecting the men_ best 
qualified by knowledge and experience 
to discharge the duties of the post, and 
not on account of their political opinions. 
As far as my knowledge goes the figures 
given by the hon. Member in the question 
are entirely erroneous. The under- 
taking asked for cannot be given. 


Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : In 
what respect are the figures entirely 
erroneous ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: As far as my 
memory serves me they are entirely 
erroneous in that they minimise the 
number of Nationalists appointed. 





Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Do 
many Nationalists apply for the appoint- 
| ments ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Under Pension Rule | 
2 (1) of 1898 the Superintendent of the | 
Pensions Office may extend the time | 


IRISH DRIFT SURVEY—SOIL MAPS. 

Mr. FIELD: -I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he is aware that 
|the Americans have recently decided 
on preparing a series of soil maps for the 
whole of the United States, and whether 
this example will be followed in Ireland, 
which is an agricultural country. 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member 

has called my attention to the proceedings 

|in America; the drift survey in Ireland 
_is being carried out with due despatch. 


Mr. FIELD: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not answered the last para- 
| graph of my question. 


ments of assistant revising barristers ; | 


whether he is aware that of the thirty- 
one gentlemen appointed to those offices 
last year twenty-five were Unionists, 
and that the proportion has been about 
the same ever since the present Govern- 
ment came into office; and whether he 
will give an assurance that in the appoint- 
ments to be made for this and subsequent 
years the selections will be made equally 
from both political parties. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. AtTkKINsoN, London- 
derry, N.): At the request of my right 


[FourTH SERIES. | 


VOL. XCIX 


Sir J. GORST: The Geological Sur- 
vey is only a drift survey ; a soil survey 
is something quite different. 


Mr. FIELD: I will repeat the question 
| on Friday. 


BANTRY BAY FORESHORE. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether the rights of the Crown 
to the foreshore of Bantry Bay, between 
Mr. Murphy’s deal-yard and the old pier, 


eS 
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have been assigned to the trustees of the 
Bantry estate. 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Assum- 
ing that the foreshore referred to forms 
part of that lying immediately to the 
west of the New Quay, Bantry Creek, 
the answer is, Yes. 


INNISKEEN POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. DALY : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he will in 
the future see that no inspector or 
representative of the Post Office be sent 
to a district to investigate any case 
where the friends of the inspector reside 
or are interested, as was the case at 
Inniskeen, county Monaghan, where an 
inspector named Lockington took part 
in the transferring of a post office to his 
brother from a man who held the position 
for twenty-six years at Inniskeen. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General cannot give any 
such undertaking. The action taken 
by Mr. Lockington is not accurately 
described in the latter part of the hon. 
Member’s question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not accurate 
to say that the inspector dismissed the 
postmaster and put his brother into the 
job? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : He 
did not dismiss the postmaster or put 
his brother into the place. 


Mr. DALY: Is it not the fact that 
Lockington conducted the inquiry as the 


{COMMONS} 


result of which the postmaster was dis- | 


missed, and that Lockington’s brother 
got the place ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have stated that Lockington conducted 
the inquiry. The postmaster was dis- 
missed by the Postmaster General in 
consequence of what transpired at the 
inquiry, and at a trial which occurred in 
the locality. I should add that the post 
office has not been given to Lockington’s 
brother, but to the occupant of a house 
which is owned by him, and this fact 
was stated by Lockington in his report 
to the Postmaster General when he 
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submitted this and other houses as 
suitable for post-office purposes. The 
appointment has been filled temporarily 
and not permanently. 


Questions. 


Mr. DALY: Can the hon. Gentleman 
state how it came to the lot of this in- 
spector to get Fitzpatrick dismissed after 
he had occupied the office so many years 
without complaint ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: 


question on the Paper. 


That is not the 


Mr. DALY: I will put it down then. 


DOWNPATRICK MAILS. 

Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that letters arriving 
by the English mail at Downpatrick at 
10.32 a.m. are not delivered in the 
neighbouring villages of Ardglass and 
Killough till 4.30 p.m. and 5.30 p.m. 
respectively, and that letters for the 
English mail leaving Downpatrick at 
3.0 p.m. must be posted in Killough 
and Ardglass at 7.0 and 8.0 a.m. re- 
spectively ; and, seeing that arrange- 
ments could be made with the County 
Down Railway whereby the delivery of 
the letters referred to could be made at 
Killough and Ardglass at least four hours 
earlier, and the time of posting for the 
English mail at least six hours later 
than at present, whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of these improve- 
ments being carried out; whether he 
will consider if the remuneration of 5s. 
a week to the messenger delivering 
letters at Ardglass twice daily could be 
increased ; and whether, in accordance 
with the requests made by the inhabi- 
tants of the district, he will take steps 
to have letter-boxes placed in High 
Street, Ardglass, and at Coney Island, 
midway between Ardglass and Killough. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The facts as regards the postal arrange- 
ments at Ardglass and Killough are sub- 
stantially as stated in the first part of the 
question. The substitution of a day 
mail service by train for the present day 
mail service by car would, however, be 
objected to by many of the persons con- 
cerned. Moreover, the cost of the 
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existing service is so high that the Post- | 


master General would not feel justified 
in sanctioning any further expenditure 
on the post. The Postmaster General 
will cause further inquiry to be made 
as to the duties of the messenger at 


Ardglass, and will communicate with the, 


hon. Member. The circumstances do 


not justify the establishment of letter- | 
boxes in High Street, Ardglass, or at, 


Coney Island. 


DEPORTATION OF PAUPERS FROM 
SCOTLAND TO IRELAND. 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate if he is aware 
that a warrant has been issued to Mr. 
John Reed, inspector of poor, at the 
instance of the local authority in Kil- 
marnock Union, for the removal to the 
Ballyeastle Union, county Antrim, of 
Mary M‘Auley, otherwise Kennedy, with 
eight children, from the parish of Kil- 
marnock ; will he state the cireum- 
stances of this case ; have any rules been 
made under Section 7 of the Poor Law 
(Scotland) Act of 1898, regulating 
appeals to the Scotch Local Government 
Board in such matters ; and, seeing that 
the Ballyeastle guardians wish to oppose 
the removal, will he ensure that no step 
shall be taken towards their actual 
deportation to Ireland until the fullest 
opportunities have been afforded the 
guardians for investigation in Scotland. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I learn 
from the Local Government Board for 
Scotland that they are informed that the 
pauper in question has resided in Scot- 
land for about six years, and that during 


that time she has been frequently charge- | 


able, in different parishes, as a pauper. 


She has not acquired a settlement in| 
Scotland, and the conditions have not | 


been complied with which would entitle 
either the pauper or the Irish board of 
guardians to appeal against the removal. 
The Loeal 
framed rules under Section 7 of the 
Poor Law (Scotland) Act, 1898. 


Mr. MOORE: May I ask on what 
ground the Scottish authorities sent this 
woman to Ballycastle? There was no 
more reason for sending her there than 
to Ballyshannon. 
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Government Board have | 
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Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Scotch 
Local Government Board have no duty 
in regard to place of removal. 


Questions. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the First 
| Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that notices of amendment 
to the Second Reading of the Bishopric 
of Southwark Bill have been given from 
both sides of the House, it is his intention 
'to give special facilities for proceeding 
with the Bill during the present session ; 
and, if so, whether he will arrange that 
the Second Reading shall be moved at a 
time when its provisions can be ade- 
quately discussed. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that if this 
Bill is to be made the text in any quarter 
of the House for a general discussion 
on Church matters and matters eccle- 
siastical, it is evident that it is quite 
impossible to go on with it this session. 
I confess I had hoped that, as members 
of the Church of England and all shades 
of ecclesiastical opinion in the diocese 
desire the passing of the Bill, it might 
really be allowed to go through without 
discussion. But I have no control over 
that, and if it appears that the oppor- 
tunity is to be taken, as technically 
it can be taken, for the wider discussion 

/my hon. friend desires, of course it would 
be quite impossible to hope to pass the 
Bill into law in the course of this session. 


Mr. CHARLES M'ARTHUR: I should 
like to ask whether the First Lord 
is aware that notice has been given 
from both sides of the House of motions 
| for the rejection of the Bill on the Second 
Reading ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My opinion, 
which I give for what it is worth, is that 
the only obstacle to the passing of the 
Bill is this desire to discuss general 
ecclesiastical questions on this Bill. I 
cannot help thinking that if that stum- 
| bling-block were removed from its path 
‘the passing of the Bill would be assured. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I beg 
' to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


2A2 
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whether he can promise any special | BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

facilities for proceeding with the Church) Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Is the right 

Discipline Bill either this or next session. | hon. Gentleman in a position to make 
|any arrangement of the business for 

oe A. J. ager cate : My hon. erm | next week ? 

will recognise that it is quite impossible | ° ae 

for me aes any sida this Salat, | spe : A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; 
| not yet. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS | Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
BILL. Thanet) : Will the Appropriation Bill be 
Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, | the first business on Thursday ? 
X.): T beg to ask the First Lord of the) Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is the first 
reasury whether he can say when it is | ; : 
sed to take the Second Reading of | ™PoTtant business, but there may be 
is ‘ , a | all matters before it. 
the Elementary School Teachers Bill. | pacman 
| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I stated | suppose the Naval Works Bill will be 
the other day in answer to a question | taken to-morrow ? 
put to me from another quarter of the | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes: that is 
House, there does appear to be a desire se | . : ‘ 
to discuss this Bill which, if it exists, as ineniei 
I fear it does, will make it impossible for 
us to make further progress with the MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 
Bill. | Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: Is the right hon. a 
Gentleman aware that there is a very 
general agreement on both sides of the NEW BILL. 
House as to the desirableness of securing errs 


WAITERS, WAITRESSES, AND BAR 
ATTENDANTS. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think there| _ Bill to limit the hours of employment 
is a large body of opinion on both sides | of Waiters, Waitresses, and Bar Attend- 
of the House of the kind the hon. Gentle-| @®ts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
man refers to ; but nevertheless I believe | Nannetti, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Keir 
there is a volume of opinion in the| Hardie, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. 
House which would never allow so large | Kendal O'Brien, Mr. Bell, and Mr. 
a change to come into operation without | Field. 
some opportunity for discussion. 


this reform at as early a date as possible ? 





| WAITERS, WAITRESSES, AND BAR 

4 ; ATTENDANTS BILL. 

Dr. MACNAMARA : Is the right hon. | ke thew Rinne af ae 
Gentleman aware that there are ny | of nag Senge a pee 
two notices on the Paper, » i aera akog maureen de apes 
mie ; ee ee | ute, presented accordingly, and read 


name of the noble Lord the Member for| 11, first ti i i Bt pei htbrner Fr 
Gireenwich and the other in the name | "© 2F8t ume ; to be read a second time 


of the right hon. Gentleman the Member | UPO? ‘ Thursday, and to be printed. 
for Oxford University? Are these the [Bill 293.] 
notices which make him believe that it is | 

impossible to pass the Bill ? | ROYAL TITLES BILL [Lords} 


it Metres 
notices which make it impossible to | (in ‘the Committes.) 
proceed with the Bill. It is the indica-| [Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
tions that these notices afford and other | Penrith) in the Chair.] 
symptoms that have come to my know- | 
ledge that ‘make me fear that further | 
progress with the Bill this session is | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


impossible. _E.) said he wished to move as an Amend- 


Clause 1 :— 
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ment the addition of the words “ pro- 
vided always that the style and title of 
the Defender of the Faith shall no longer 
be used, and is hereby relinquished.” 
He said one of his objects in moving 
this Amendment was to release His 
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There could therefore be no doubt in the 
mind of any person who examined the 
historical records referring to those times 
that the origin of the title ‘* Defender of 
the Faith ” had reference to the Catholic 
faith and no other. He did not think 





Majesty the King from the false and | he need dwell at length on historical 
absurd position in which he had been | matters, but there was, he would remind 
placed by the action of Parliament. Not }hon. Members, a fresco in the parlia- 
only Roman Catholics, but members of | mentary buildings which set forth in a 
the various denominations of Protestants, | very interesting manner King Henry 
objected to the King being obliged to| VIII. and his six wives, one after the 
assume a title which had reference, if it | other. He did not propose to debate on 
referred to anything at all, to only one/the matrimonial enterprise of His 
branch of the Protestant religion. He | Majesty, but he did wish to recall the 
did not intend to go at any length into | fact that when the Pope refused to 
the history of this title, ‘* Defender of | approve of the King taking a fresh wife 
the Faith,” but he would refer as briefly while he had a wife living, Henry VIII. 
as possible to the circumstances under | threw off his allegiance to the See of 


which this title was first adopted by the 
Kings of England. At the time of 
Luther, Henry VIII. wrote a book de- 
nouncing Lutheran heresies, and sent a 
specially engrossed copy of the book to 
Pope Leo X. He found in an account 
of that transaction that on the last page 
of the book presented to Pope Leo there 
were two lines written in Latin, to the 
following effect, ““ Henry, King of Eng- 
land, sends to Leo X. this work, as a 
pledge of his fidelity and friendship.” 
This work was accompanied by a letter 
which conclusively proves that the faith 
of which King Henry VIII. became the 
defender was the ancient Catholic faith, 
and had nothing to do with the Protes- 
tant Church. These were the words— 


| Rome, and Leo X. thereupon withdrew 
ithe title of * Defender of the Faith,” 
| which he conferred on the King for his 
defence of the Church which subse- 
quently he denounced, reviled, despoiled 
and plundered in every possible way. 
| No doubt Henry got the English Parlia- 
‘ment to confer on hin the title of 
‘“* Defender of the Faith,” and there was 
‘thus created the curious state of affairs 
that whereas the Pope had originally 
given the title and withdrawn it, the 
| Parliament of England re-created it 
and re-gave it to the Sovereign, calling 
him “ Defender of the Faith,” which he 
| was at the moment engaged in destroying 
' with all his might and main. The next 
istep in the curious history of this title 





“ Not satisfied with this proof (this referring, | was taken in the reign of Philip and 
it was to be presumed, tothe statement of | Mary, when the Act conferring the title 
indahp ae nthe intr) of o4r zal fOr on the King of England as repealed, 
Apostolic See, we resolved to show by our | and subsequently, in the reign of Queen 
written words what we thought of Luther and | Elizabeth, there being some doubt as to 
his detestable books, thus to make it clear that | the validity of the Act passed 1n Mary s 
a. eh edging a pe ape La od | reign, the same Act was again repealed. 
Holy Roman Church.” | He could not, therefore, understand how 

| o » =) d x é 2 j e was 

Upon the receipt of that flattering letter | !* could be argued th at the title “eee 
oes ket ¥. eda Malhin thes iia: |now held by Act of Parliament, seeing 
la jtogh ag *—~|that the Act conferring it on Henry 


‘“ - 7 ° ize 2 
his prema a Me tee pry wn a | VIII. had been twice repealed, — 
Defender of the Fa‘th ; all health and happiness.” | 2° legislative step had since § been 
Then the Bull goes on to say— taken to reimpose it on the King of Eng- 

2 g _ 


Ne : ; __ |land. He submitted with great respect 

scsre: lib this Holy re ge ge with | that it was unfair to the present King 
mature eliberation considere e usiness | aie ee wee . Lh: ‘ pnp 
with our brethren, we do with their unanimous | to ask him to assume a title w ie — 
counsel and consent grant unto your Majesty, | origin in the times when England be- 
your heirs and successors, the title of ‘Defender | longed to the Catholic faith—a title which 
of the Faith,’ and we do by these presents con- 5 ee at the 
firm it unto you, commanding all the Faithful was conferred by the Pope and 


to give your Majesty this title.” same time to insi:t by another Act of 
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Parliament that he should denounce as 
*‘ idolatrous and superstitious ” the very 
religion for the defence of which this title | 
was conferred upon his distinguished | 
but much-married ancestor Henry VIII. 
In his accession oath the King was com- 
pelled to declare that ‘ the invocation of 
the Virgin Mary or any of the saints, and 


the Sacrifice of the Mass as now used in | 


the Church of Rome, are idolatrous and 
superstitious practices,’ and it was an 
absurd and unworthy position in which 
to place the King when they asked him 
to assume this title of Defender of the 
Faith, and in the same breath denounce 


the doctrines of that faith as idolatrous | 


and superstitious. Of course he had no | 
personal knowledge of His Majesty’s 
views, but the chances were a hundred | 


to one, in his opinion, that if the King | 


himself were consulted he would be glad 
if Parliament relieved him of this absurd 
title, and from making the unpleasant 


declaration in which he singled out one | 
It was , 


religion for special denunciation. 
not merely from the Catholic point of 
view he raised this question. He would 
appeal to the Nonconformists of the 
country to say whether, in this matter, 


they would make a stand in the interests | 
If the title | 


of the creed they professed. 
had no reference to the Catholic faith, it 
had reference to the Protestant Church 
as established by law, and why should 
that Church be singled out from all other | 
Protestant sects for that distinction ? | 
It was an absurd and obsolete title, carry- | 
ing no honour whatever. The history of it | 
as connected with Henry VIII. was a 
history of shame and dishonour of which | 


he doubted whether any Englishman | 


was proud at the present time. He 
begged to move the Amendment which | 
stood in his name, and to express a hope 
that it would be supported by gentlemen 
of varying religious persuasions on both 
sides of the House. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 11, after the words ‘seem 
fit,” to insert the words ‘ Provided always that 
the style and title of Defender of the Faith 
shal] no longer be used and is hereby relin- 
quished.’ ”—( (Mr. Wiliam Redmond. ) 


(Juestion proposed, ** That those words 


be there inserted.” 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
Mr. William Redmond. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 620 


| E.): The hon. Gentleman who moved 
‘the Amendment has introduced us not 
'merely into the realms of history, but of 
| theology, and he has contrived not only 
to deal with history and theology, but to 
drag in the Royal declaration, which 
seems to me to be in no sense germane to 
the discussion now before the Committee. 
I am not going to deal with the theo- 
logical topics which the hon. Gentleman 
has raised. I will only say, as a mere 
matter of historical relevance, that I do 
/not think anyone would be more sur- 
| prised than Henry VIIL., if he could be 
| consulted, to learn that at any period 
of his life he ceased to profess the Catholic 
religion. He was no doubt wrong from 
| the point of view of the hon. Gentleman 
| opposite, but he believed to the end of his 
life that the faith he professed was the 
Catholic faith, and that the particular 
form of faith which he denounced was a 
| perversion of it, and not its fulfilment. 
Everyone, I suppose. will admit in regard 
to this, as in regard to many matters 
which we have inherited from generations 
long gone by, that probably if the whole 
‘thing had to be done again it might be 
_done better or it might be done worse, 
but that at all events it would not be done 
in exactly the same way. Iam not at all 
concerned to say that if the House, for the 
| first time in our long parliamentary his- 
tory, set itself to work to frame a proper 
adequate style and title for our Sovereign 
_ they would use the precise formula which 
our ancestors have handed down to us. 
If that is the argument of the hon. 
Gentleman or any Member of the House, 
it is a very thin and shallow argument, 
and not likely to carry weight inside 
or outside these walls. We belong to 
an historic monarchy, and the fact ‘that 
it is an historic monarchy ought to 
oblige us—and I am sure inclines us— 
to treat with deference and respect any 
part of the historical traditions with 
which it is surrounded, unless it can be 
shown that any direct evil or offence 
arises out of this continuity of tradition. 
The title of ‘* Defender of the Faith” 
has been borne by every single British 
Sovereign since Henry VIII., including 
Queen Mary. No doubt she rejected 








it, but it was resumed by her successor, 
and from the time of Elizabeth down 
to the present day the sovereigns of 
this country have been styled “* Defender 
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of the Faith.” It would be perfect 
folly for us to set to work on a priori 
principles to remodel an ancient title 
of this kind, that injures neither he who 
bears it nor the people over whom he 
rules. Under these circumstances it 
seems to me it would be the height of 
folly if we, with no circumstances requir- 
ing it, unprovoked by any change in the 
position of the country or the opinion 
of its inhabitants, were to suddenly take 
in hand the task of remodelling the 
ancient, historic title of our kings. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) 
pointed out that this was not the first 
proposal to interfere with an old and 
historic title, for a change in it was made 
in 1876, when Mr. Disraeli, against the 
opposition of the Liberal party, conferred 
on Her late Majesty the title of Empress 
of India. It was not merely the Irish 
Members who then resisted, but it was 
Mr. Lowe, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, and 


other Liberal leaders who objected to any | ; 
'It was said that the Pope could not 


interference, either by legislation or by 


was not fitting that a sovereign should 
style himself defender of a faith he was 
required to declare indolatrous 
superstitious. The Leader of the House 
had stated that Henry VIII. believed 
himself to be a Catholic down to the 
day of his death. 
and he found support for that view in a 
copy of a letter still extant, in which that 
monarch bequeathed money for Masse: 
for the repose of his soul. It was clear 
that Leo X. conferred the title in recogni- 
tion of work done by Henry VIII. in 
its retention 


ventured to think that 


and | 
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out of use, and he should vote against 
it unless some better reason than 
antiquity could be given for it. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said he 
had some philosophic doubt in regard to 
the Amendment. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury had 
defended the title on historic grounds, 
and upon no other, and thereby em- 
phatically admitted the Catholic case. 
Look at the wretched condition of the 
Protestants and the magnificent position 
which the Catholics occupied in regard 
to this question. The Protestants were 
always reviling Rome and denouncing 
Roman jurisdiction, so that, from the 
Catholic point of view, there was no 
greater proof of the power of Popery than 
the persistence in the adoption of this 
title. It was idle to say that the title 
rested on statute, because when Cardinal 
Pole came over to this country Queen 


Mary repealed the Act of Henry VIIL., 


|/and as soon as Elizabeth came to the 


throne she also repealed the same statute. 


proclamation, with the ancient title of | derogate from his own grant, and that, 


the sovereigns of this country. It certainly | 2* J a 
| King, there was no power in the Pontiff 


having once granted the title to the 


to withdraw what was really a compli- 
mentary title. It was some satisfaction 


'to him as a Catholic to reflect that, so far 


He agreed with him, | 


under present circumstances could not | 


afford satisfaction to the members of 
any religious creed in this country. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, 
said he intended to vote in favour of the 
Amendment. It was impossible to define 
the faith of which the King was the 
defender, and it was, therefore, an un- 
meaning title. 


as the statute was concerned, the King 


'had no legal title whatever to the title 


of ‘ Defender of the Faith,” that it was 
a usurpation, and that he held it in 
the teeth of the statute, and solely by 


/reason that it had been conferred upon 


him as a compliment by the Roman 
Pontiff. It was very satisfactory to 
Catholics that, although the King was 


refuting the heresies of Luther, and he | 2° defender of the faith, or the eldest 


son of the Church, he held the title 
of defender of the faith by a Papal brief. 
He never could make out why it was 
that William III., who was to protect us 


all from brass money and wooden shoes, 


Camborne) | 


was regarded as a_ sound [Protes- 
tant. He had always doubted King 


William IIT.’s soundness, and looked upon 
him as a Jesuit in disguise, because 


King William III. himself had been in 


Even if the Church of | 


England were united in faith and doctrine | 


it still would not be the faith of the people, 
Nonconformists and Roman Catholics 
being largely in the majority, and both 
objecting to the title. 


| 


certain relations with the Pope. He 
knew that hon. Gentlemen opposite, who 
claimed to be loyal Protestants, were 
absolutely obliged, three hundred years 
after their great and glorious Reforma- 


It was time it fell | tion, which was to redeem the country 
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from all sin and sorrow, to go into the | 
lobby practically to uphold and support 
a gift from Rome to this country. He 
would vote for the Amendment of his 


Royal Titles 


hon. friend purely as a matter of con- | 


venience to relieve His Majesty from 
what he believed was an embarrassment 
to him every time he had to write down 
the title, 





MONS} Bill. 624 


*Mr. TULLY said he was not aware 
that he had trodden on the corns of any 
of them. He had been listening in the 
vain hope that the hon. Member for South 
Belfast would stand up and declare his 
| views on the subject. It was a matter 

of perfect indifference to him where 

King Henry VIII. was. The hon. 


while at the same time he} Member for Belfast was not consistent 


heartily rejoiced that the Protestants of |in voting against this Amendment, for 


this country were now compelled to | 


uphold the ancient jurisdiction of the 
Pope of Rome. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) did not think 
that the First Lord had given any 
substantial reason why the Amend- 
ment should not be accepted. He said | 
the title had been borne by sovereigns | 
of this country since the days of Henry | 
VIIL, but that was not exactly the fact, 
for there were issued in 1849 coins now 
known as ‘ Godless florins,” on which 
the title of ‘*‘ Defender of the Faith ” 
was not borne. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
fast, S.): That was when you had an 
Irish Roman Catholic, Richard Lalor 
Sheil, as Master of the Mint. 


JOHNSTON 


* Mr. TULLY (continuing) saidthat, what- | 
ever the reason, the title was undoubtedly 
dropped at that time, and although every 
effort was subsequently made to call | 
all the florins in, there were some) 
in the possession of private individuals | 
who highly prized them. He did not 
believe that the King himself, as a 
common-sense man, would 
continue to hold the title. 


prevailed of calling sovereigns of this | 
realm “‘ Kings of France.” 
position of the hon. Member for South | 
Belfast. Was he staunch or true in his | 
Protestantism in defending the retention | 
of this title which was conferred by the | 
Pope ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : 


hon. Member tor South Belfast is not | 
staunch or true in his Protestantism ? 


(Bel- | 


wish to | 
It was just as | 
absurd as the practice which formerly | 


Think of the | 


I rise to order, | 
Sir. Is it in order to suggest that the | 


| Noes, 


| he found that a gentleman who posed 
|} as an authority on religious matters had 
| written a letter to the Standard, in which 


| he said— 


“Of what ftaith is His Majesty the 
| Detender ? During the Investiture with the 
ring the] Archbishop is directed to say, 

‘Receive this Ring, the Ensign of Kin; gly 
Dignity, and of detence of the Catholic Faith.’ 





The objection of the Irish Catholic 


| Members to this title was that these 
| words, used in this connection, added to 
‘the insult contained in the Royal De- 
claration that Catholics were idolatrous 
and superstitious. He hoped hon. Mem- 
bers on the opposite side of the House 
who were Nonconformists would follow 
the example of the hon. Member tor 
/Camborne and vote for the Amend- 
/ment. To give such a title to the King 
‘conveyed a false impression, just as 
when the King of England was called 
the King of France. The Government 
had already announced that they would 
not proceed with the Royal Declaration 
Bill, which modified the Coronation Oath, 
/and which had passed through the House 
of Lords. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
will not be entitled to discuss the pro- 
visions of that Bill. 


*Mr. TULLY said he bowed to the 
|Chairman’s ruling, but he might say 
‘that he, for one, preferred the naked 
| brutality of the present King’s Declara- 
tion to the watered-down Declaration 


| the Bill proposed to adopt. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 60; 
188. (Division List No. 466.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. ) 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bell, Richard 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Boland, John 
Boyle, James 


Burke. FE. Haviland- 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.)- 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFi tzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, kt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. AllenBenjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh ) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crombie, John William 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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| Lundon, W. 

| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 


O’Brien Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hn, Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEd ward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8. W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Godson,SirA ugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8. ) 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 


! Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWim, 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. SirArthur D. 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 


' Holland, William Henry 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard,J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
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O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 

O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford)- 

Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal a 

Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 

Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks,W.R. 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. William Redmond and 
Mr. Caine 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham); 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford): 
Moss, Samuel 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury), 
Parker, Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. F 
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Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair.Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside | 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks | 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand | 
Spear, John Ward | 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants | 
Stanley, EdwardJas(Somerset | 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Bill reported, without amendment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. DILLON said that this was a 
Bill to which many of them strongly 
objected. It was an unbroken practice 
of the House that the third reading of a 
Bill should not be taken on the same 
day as that on which it had passed in 
Committee, except by general agreement 
of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not press 
the Third Reading to-day. 


Bill to be 


morrow. 


read the third time to- 


PACIFIC CABLE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. J. W. Lowruer 


: (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in 


the Chair. 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8S.) said 


it seemed to him to be a very extra- 
ordinary thing that a cable which 
was to connect Australia with 
Canada, and which would not come 


within 3,000 miles of England, should | 


have to be built with funds provided 
out of the Imperial resources. If the 
cable was to benefit Canada and Aus- 
tralia so much, it ought to be built by 
money provided by the colonies. The 
working expenses were to paid for in the 
ratio of five-eighteenths by this country, 
and the remainder by the colonies, and 
he could not see any reason why the same 
ratio should have been adopted in de- 
fraying the cost of building the cable. 


{COMMONS} 


Strachey, Edward 

| Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxf’dUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.R. 
Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Chas. Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
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White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, A. Stanley(Yorks,E.R. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


In fact, that was a view that had been 
taken by the Colonial Secretary himself 
when the matter was first under dis- 
cussion, as could be seen by his despatches 
to the Governor General of Canada and 
the Governors of the Australian colonies. 
That was a monstrous divergence from 
the traditional policy of the country, 
and if the country had to bear a part of 
the expense, it was logical that a portion 
of it should also be borne by the colonies. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, afther the word ‘of.’ to 
insert the words ‘ five-eighteenths of.” —(Vr. 
O’ Mara.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAN- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershre, E.) said he 
could not accept the Amendment of the 
hon. Member. It was perfectly true 
that the original proposal of His Majesty's 
Government was merely to subsidise 
the cable, and not themselves to take 
any part in its construction or manage 
ment, but it was also a part of that 
proposal that His Majesty’s Government 
should not share in the profits of the cable. 
That arrangement was not satisfactory 
to the colonies, and, in deference to their 
views, His Majesty’s Government agreed 
to a plan which found greater favour 
with the colonies, and which was that 
this country should take part in the con- 
struction of the cable with the colonies, 
should be joint owners with them, and 
should be jointly represented on the 
board of control. Nothing would be 
gained by the adoption of the hon. 
Member’s Amendment. He understood 
the object of the hon. Member was to 
limit the liability and the ultimate loss 
which might fall on this country. The 
hon. Member need not be really anxious 
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about that matter, nor would he secure 
anything more by his Amendment 
than was secured under the present 
agreement. In order that the capital 
for the construction of the cable might 
be obtained to the best advantage, His 
Majesty’s Government agreed with the 
colonies that they should raise the whole 
of the money, and lend it to the cable 
board. 
to support His Majesty’s Government 
in the action they had taken in that 


respect. The agreement with the dif- 
ferent colonial Governments was that 


they should not only pay thirteen- 
eighteenths of any loss in the working of 
the cable, over and above the revenue, 
but that they should bear thirteen- 
eighteenths of all the charges in con- 
nection with the raising of the money 
and the construction of the cable, as well 
as with its maintenance and _ repair. 
It was quite true therefore that in the 
first instance the liability for the 
£2,000,000 rested with this country, 
because the Treasury had undertaken 
to raise the whole of the money, and 
would give their guarantee to those from 
whom it was borrowed. But the colonial 
Governments had accepted their full 
share as to thirteen-eighteenths of that 
liability, and he did not think that any- 
one would suggest that the colonial 
Governments would be either unable 
or unwilling to discharge an obligation 
freely entered into by themselves for an 
object which they considered of great 
importance. He hoped the hon. Member 
would not persist in his Amendment. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he could 
not understand why in regard to the 
whole matter the Government should 
have changed their mind since 1899. 
Two years was not very long in which 
to reverse a whole policy of that kind. 
The policy which was laid down in 1899 
was that the Government considered 
that the responsibility for the construe- 
tion and working of the cable should be 
borne by the colonial Governments. 
That position had now been abandoned. 
The matter had been under consideration 
for six years, and at the time the Com- 
mittee took evidence the general under- 
standing was that the colonies were to 
find the capital for the construction of | 
the cable and to maintain it in proper 





{13 AvuGusT 191} 


He would ask the Committee | 
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‘order. The correspondence showed that 
pressure had been brought to bear upon 
the Colonial Secretary to abandon that 
position, and now the whole responsi- 
bility, in the first instance at any rate, 
would fall on the mother country, and 
the Treasury was dragged by the Colonial 
Office into that hazardous undertaking. 
It was acknowledged that the cable was 
to be primarily constructed for the benefit 
of Canada and Australia, and that only a 
very indirect share of the advantage 
would accrue to this country. He did 
not follow the figures of his hon. friend 
with regard to five-eighteenths. He 
would propose that the Treasury should 
find £1,000,000, and that the liability for 
the other £1,000,000 should devolve on 
the colonies. If the colonies were anxious 
to have increased cable facilities they 
ought to pay a half or third of the ex- 
pense of raising the capital. There was 
absolutely no mention of the colonies in 
the clause, and undoubtedly responsi- 


bility in the first instance rested with the 


Treasury. Were the talismanie words 
“Tmperial unity” responsible for the 
change in the policy of the Government ¢ 
Could the colonies themselves raise the 
money in open market at three per cent. ! 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 


bury): Yes. 


Mr. FLYNN: Then they ought to be 
responsible for raising at least £1,000,000 
of the capital required. It should be re- 
membered that the Eastern Company was 
laying a cable from the Cape to Australia, 
and he had it on very good authority 
that it was extremely doubtful whether 
three cables would ever pay. If the 
Pacific cable did not pay the Treasury 
would be liable for five-eighteenths of the 
loss, besides the advance in the first 
instance. He thought that the capital 
should be raised on the joint guarantee 
of the colonies and the mother country 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that as an Irish Member he could 
not understand why it was proposed 
to raise a loan of £2,000,000 for the cable. 


|That was not the proper way to carry 


out an enterprise of this nature. The 
majority of hon. Members appeared to 
have a disposition to leave everything 
of a financial character to the occupants 
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of the Treasury Bench. 


{COMMONS} 


The result was | Treasury was entirely inconsistent with 
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that the House of Commons hardly | the understanding come to in the earlier 


exercised any jurisdiction at all over 
money matters. There was a great 
principle at stake in the matter, and 
that was that Englishmen, Irishmen, 
and Scotchmen were about to inaugu- 
rate a new principle, which in his opinion 
was most dangerous. What: had the 
colonies done for England, Ireland, and 


stages of these negotiations. The hon, 


| Gentleman had said there was not likely to 
| to be any profit for the first few years, 
‘and there might be a loss. 


This cable 
was to be built with money borrowed from 
|the public, which would have to be 
repaid, together with the cost of upkeep 
of the cable from the rates. 


Scotland? They paid hardly anything | 


towards the defences of the Empire, and 
now they wanted those three countries, 
already overtaxed and overburdened, 
to finance their commercial under- 
takings. That was a new principle 
which required a great deal of considera- 
tion from hon. Members. The 
companies of London and the railway 
companies of Ireland were in exactly 
the same position towards public utility, 
and it was a novel and extraordinary 
proposition that money was to be avail- 
able for colonial purposes of that kind 
when it was not available for home pur- 
poses. He had taken the trouble to read 
the correspondence, and he found that 
the policy which had been laid down 
originally had been absolutely reversed. 
The fact was that hon. Members did not 
know where they were with Ministers 
at the present time. He held very 
strongly that the Bill was a departure 
from a principle which had_ hitherto 
been observed in the House. The House 
was entering on a commercial under- 
taking and sanctioning the expenditure 
of money in order to convenience the 
colonies in a manner which would not 
be undertaken with reference to any 
home enterprise, and he hoped that a 
strong minority of the Committee would 
protest against that principle unless it 
were also extended to the inhabitants 
of the three kingdoms. 


Mr. DILLON said the object of the 
colonies was that these lines should be 
run at a loss in order that they might 
have cheap cable rates. They naturally 
objected to a subsidy of £20,000. 
home Government was to get a share of 
the profits, but as a matter of fact there 
would be no profits to share, and it 


would therefore be more profitable to | 


the colonies for the home Government 


water | 


The | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
|When I said there might be a loss, I 
/meant that there might be a loss on the 
| working after allowing for the sinking 


| fund. 


| Mr. DILLON said in that case his 
‘observations would not apply so strongly, 
but what he wished to point out was 
that the result would be very likely 
/ worse than the hon. Gentleman antici- 
| pated, because under this Bill the British 
| Treasury lost all control as to fixing the 
rates. The object of the cable was to get 
‘reduced rates—to get them reduced to 
a very low figure indeed—and the rates 
/were to be fixed by the board, and the 
colonies being in a majority on the board 
‘the tendency to cut down the rates would 
be very great, and there would be a great 
loss, and the Treasury would lose all 
control ; yet the burden of this expendi- 
ture was to be put on the taxpayers of 
this country. The declaration contained 
in the letter written by Lord Selborne 
to the Great Eastern Telegraph Company 
two years ago contained the most revolu- 
‘tionary statement of principle ever 
laid before the House. It amounted to 
a solemn declaration that the Colonial 
Secretary saw no difference between 
‘competition by a private firm and com- 
petition by the State. What would 
vested interests have to say if such a 
principle were introduced throughout 
‘the country? In paragraph 23 of the 
letter of the Colonial Office to the com- 
panies, of the 10th July, 1899, there 1s 
this statement :— 

“Mr. Chamberlain is unable to see why, so 
| long as the project is conducted on commercial 
principles, fair competition by the State should 
| give rise to a claim for compensation, which 
would not be suggested for a moment if the 
| competitor were a private person or company, 
however wealthy or influential.” 





to undertake the whole expenditure of | 
the line, which would be run at a loss. /That was what the Treasury now ad- 
The position of the Secretary to the | mitted they had no intention of doing. 


Mr. Field. 
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The hon. Gentleman anticipated that | 


for some years there would be a loss. 
When had anybody ever heard of a great 
public company spending £2,000,000 
for the purpose of having a loss on 
administration? That was not the 
principle of a commercial people. The 


whole idea of this being conducted as a | 


commercial enterprise was a sham. He 
admitted that there was some incon- 
gruity in the Irish representatives posing 


as the champions of private interests, | 


but it was not so much because he ob- 


jected to the principle that he raised his | 
voice against the Bill, as because of the | 


curious way in which it had been intro- 
duced. Millions of money ought not to 
be spent on a thing of this kind for the 
Australian colonies when there were 
dozens of things infinitely more deserving 
of the money being spent on them. He 
supported the Amendment because it 
tended to lessen to some extent the re- 


sponsibilities which the Government pro- | 


posed to impose upon the taxpayers. 


*Mr. TULLY also supported the Amend- 


ment. He thought they were entitled 


to have some limit placed upon the | 


expenditure, especially as to that portion 
which would fall upon Ireland. He 
believed in time of peace no such project 
as this would ever have been put forward. 
There had been many projects started 
to bring the colonies into communica- 
tion with this country, and the hon. 
Member for Canterbury, who had done 


somuch for postal reform, was naturally | 


as anxious to effect telegraphic reform. 
If this scheme was for the benefit of this 
country, he would give it his support, 
but his experience had been such as to 
make him view with suspicion any pro- 
posal put forward in this way. If the 
hon. Member for Canterbury said it was 
really to the interest of the public, he 
would be willing to consider it in a 
reasonable way, because at present, owing 
to the high cable rates, they could get 
more news from France than from the 
colonies. He thought it would be better 
if the rates were not reduced. 


{13 AuGust 1901} 


Bill. 634 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is not speaking to 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. TULLY bowed to the ruling of 
the Chair. He pointed out that the 
hon. Member for East Mayo had shown 
that the result would be a considerable 
loss—£2,000,000 for a cable, when, 
|according to the report of the Cable 
Committee, £1,500,000 would be amply 
| sufficient for the purpose ; and he thought 
that five-eighteenths of that amount 
was quite enough for this country to be 
responsible for. He quite agreed that 
there should be competition with the 
Great Eastern Telegraph Company, and 
that they should not have a monopoly, 
but there was nothing in the Bill to safe- 
guard them in getting the competition 
they wanted. If cables could be got at a 
penny per word, it would be a very good 
thing, but he could not see why the 
representatives of Ireland should be 
asked to vote money for this cable. 
They were told that this cable was to 
touch all British territory, but in time of 


'war, if Britain lost command of the sea, 


this cable would be of no possible advan- 
tage, because the enemy's ships would 
fish it up and stop the communication. 
He would join his friends in opposing 
the measure at every stage until they 
had some pledge from the Government 
that if there was to be competition with 
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Com- 


/pany it would be genuine competition, 


and that it would not be mismanaged 
in the way the Post Office mismanaged 
the competition with the telephone 
companies. He believed the cable would 
be managed in such a way that for the 
first few years it would involve a loss, 
and the result would be that a syndicate 
of speculators would come in to take it 


'off the hands of the*Government at a 


very low price, and thus acquire the pro- 
perty the taxpayers were now asked to 
pay for. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64 ; 
Noes, 218. (Division List No. 467). 


AYES, 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Boland, John 
Ambrose, Robert Boyle, James 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


Broadhurst, Henry 


| Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo.‘Hamilton 
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Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, z 

Daiy, James 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Joyce, Michael 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour,RtHn.GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colville, John 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 





| Leamy, Edmund 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Duke, Henry Edward 


{COMMONS} 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien,Kendal( TipperaryMid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 





O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


NOES. 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore | 





Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart | 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Matdstone | | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. | 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick, S.W. | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
pears agg gyal toe 
Gordon,Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst,Rt.Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 





| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | 
| Macartney,Rt.Hn.W.G.Ellison 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x | 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | 
Harcourt.Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’d. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. S'rArthurD. 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sheflield, Brightside 





Bill. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 

O’ Malley, William 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson,Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North} 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. O’Mara and Mr. Dillon. 
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Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ osephF.( Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW .( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 


Macdona,John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Middlemore,J ohnThrogmort’n 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, D. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( (Deptford) 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport} 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Nico], Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, W: abhor (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Ric hard | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
R'tchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Smith, Hon. W. 


Mr. O'MARA moved that the loan 
to be raised for the purposes of the cable 
should be reduced from £2,000,000 
to £1,500,000. He described this as an 
Indemnity Bill, and his purpose in 


moving the Amendment was to test, 


whether the House approved of the 
thoroughly illegal practice of spending 
public money without the sanction of 
Parliament beng first obtained. When 
the resolution empowering the Govern- 


ment to bring forward the Bill was before | 


the House, it was stated that contracts 
had already been entered into, and that 


part of the money had already been 
He contended that this was a| 
it, and this work, which the Government 


spent. 
gross abuse of the privileges of Ministers, 
for which, so far as he knew, there was 
almost no precedent. 


gency and public danger. 


Secretary to the Treasury to state by 
what law it had been done. If public 


money could be spent in this way, what | 
was the use of bringing in a Bill at all ?) 


It could all be done by a stroke of the 
pen in the Treasury. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, to leave out the words 
‘two million,’ and insert the words ‘one 
million five hundred thousand.’” -—— (Mr. 
0’ Mara.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘two millions ’ stand part of the clause.”’ 
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Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn. Col. Ed. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East | 
| Smith, H.C.(North’ mbTyn’ side | 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) | 


Spear, John Ward 

Spencer.Rt.Hn.C.R.(Northnt’s | Wills, 

| Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormsk’k | Wilson, A. Stanley(Yorks.,E.R.. 
Stanley, Edwd. Jas. (Somerset | 

| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 

| Strachey, Edward | 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. | 
Tennant. Harold John 
Thomas,J.A.(Glamorg., Gower | 
Thomas, F. W. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tomlinson, Wm.Edwd. Murray 


Such a course | 
should only be taken in the case of emer- | 
It was a per- | 
nicious practice, and he should like the | 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (Yorks., E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Williams,RtHnJ Powell-( Birm. 
Sw Frederick 


F. D. (Strand) | 


Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
| Wilson,Hen. J. (Yorks, W.R. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


through the House so early as they had 
hoped. They had not been able to get 
the Bill in time for the money provided 
for under the Bill being available to meet 
the first sums becoming due to the con- 
tractors who were engaged in the con- 
struction of this cable. It would have 
been possible to delay making any con- 
tract for the construction of the cable 
until this Bill had been sanctioned by 
the House, but he did not think that 
would have been an economical pro- 
cedure. Certainly the best contract 
would not have remained open indefi- 
nitely for that purpose; the Govern- 
ment might have lost by not accepting 


and the colonies were equally anxious 
to see carried through very rapidly, 
would have been very much delayed. 
The Government, therefore, thought it 
right to set the contractors to work at 
once. Under the terms of the contract, 
the Pacifie Cable Board had had to pay 
one instalment of the contract price to 
the contractors. In order to meet that 
instalment the Pacific Cable Board had 


' borrowed money from the Bank of Eng- 
‘land, and the money was lent by the 


Bank on the suggestion of the Treasury. 
These words were necessary to enable 
that money to be paid by the Pacific 


'Cable Board, and he hoped the House 


would show by an_ overwhelming 
majority that they approved of the 
arrangement. 


_ Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
it had not been possible to pass the Bill 





Mr. FLYNN said that not alone had 


the contract been entered into by the 
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Pacific Cable Boards which it was the | agreement for certain undertakings, 
purpose of the Bill to create, but money | which, in their opinion might be of use 
had been spent ; and now the Govern- | to a portion of the empire. They took 
ment came forward with what was {from Parliament that which was really 
practically a Bill of Indemnity. That/ the basis of the power of Parliament, 
ought not to be allowed to go on.|that was the power of the purse ; and 
Was this House to exist merely for| then they came to Parliament with a Bill 
the purpose of recording and registering | of indemnity. Of course, the Govern- 
what had been done in the Cabinet ?; ment had a vast majority in this House, 
It was a most unprecedented thing that | and could press the Bill through ; but 
money should be spent and the Board | what would happen if a majority of the 
appointed before the Bill authorising | House agreed with the Irish Members 
both had been introduced. He should | in their constitutional view, and refused 
be very sorry to charge the Secretary | to ratify the proceedings of the Treasury ! 
of the Treasury with being uncandid, but | The Cable Board was to be constituted 
his advisers had certainly been most | by a majority of representatives from 
uncandid. The first knowledge which | the colonies. This House advanced two 
the House had of this matter was when a | millions of money, which was entrusted 
resolution was brought forward late at | to gentlemen who had a direct interest 
night a fortnight ago, and no one but a | in arranging such rates as would enable 
high-handed Minister would have ven-| them to get better conditions from the 
tured to indulge in such a course of pro-| existing company. They need not care 
cedure. The hon. Gentleman had said | whether the scheme paid or not. If that 
that the Bill could not be brought in | principle was to be adopted the country 
earlier, but what was to prevent it? If} would be landed in bankruptcy. 

this was a matter of public policy, why 
not have brought the Bill in at the 
opening of Parliament ? He meant to 
protest against this Bill at every stage | most extraordinary documents ever sub- 
the forms of the House would allow him ;| mitted to Parliament, He had listened 
and he wanted to enter his solemn to the defence put forward on behalf of 
protest, not only as an Irish Member, | the Government by the Secretary to the 
but as an ordinary Member, interested | Treasury, but he thought it no defence at 
in the procedure of the House and tne/all. The Government were absolutely 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said it 
appeared to him that this was one of the 








fiscal affairs of the country, against the 
irregular, unconstitutional, and tyran- 
nical manner in which the Colonial Office | 
and its advisers had acted towards the 
House in this matter. 


| 

Mr. FIELD said he did not wish to 
prolong the debate, but at the same time 
he thought the House ought to take | 
note of the extraordinary circumstances | 
under which the Bill had been brought | 
before them. He did not pose as a - 
stitutionalist, but hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site did, and he was therefore surprised | 
that they supported a Bill of this nature. | 
The Treasury, in conjunction with aj 
certain number of colonies, absolutely | 
mortgaged the resources of this country 
to carry out a scheme which had not | 
been discussed by the House. No more | 
dangerous principle could be introduced, 








wrong in anticipating the decision of 
Parliament in regard to this important 
undertaking. He had always under- 
stood that the main object of Parliament 
was to vote money, but in this matter 


| Parliament had been quite anticipated, 


and if the system was to be carried on 
they might just as well abolish Parlia 
ment altogether. It was a most un 
constitutional proceeding, and he hoped 
his hon. friend would press his Amend 
ment to a division. 


*Mr. TULLY said he supported the 
Amendment. The Member for South 
Kilkenny deserved a great deal of 
eredit for the acumen he had shown 
on this question. He had found a flaw 
in the Bill, and that the two millions 
were to be paid not only for the con- 
struction of the cable, but to repay any 


for it amounted to this: that a strong | temporary loan contracted for the pur 
Minister, with the assistance of his per-| 
manent officials, might enter into a secret | 


Mr. Flynn. 


poses of the cable. One of the reasons 
which the hon. Gentleman gave for 
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spending the money was that the con- 
tract they had before them was a favour- 
able one; but everybody knew that 
prices of materials for the construction 
of cables were not going up, but going 
down. If the Government had waited 
to take the ordinary legal and constitu- 
tional course they would have saved 
money instead of lost it. This cable was 
promoted in the interests of the colonies. 
England was now so much alone in the 
world that it had to look up friends at the 
other ends of the Empire, and it was in 
the interests of these people that this 
extraordinary Bill was being thrust on 
the House. 
expenses was an entirely unheard of 
proceeding, and created a most dangerous 
precedent. Nothing was] ever done 
by President Kruger equal to what 
had been done in this case. If it had 
been done by President Kruger the press 
of England would have rung with cries 
of the jobbery of such a transaction. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
DA C336eRs: 2OeENs! §... “THMLS. .aNo ura: 
clause 1 agreed towir-ir rou feste 
4 nf f j na) j j is: 20 I 
 Clauses.2, 3,.4, and dj agreed ta. < 


ee | dL rf pez Ps + 
vi Clause 6):— ih RUNES ON yescy 


S /AiainkV Mita ceed, taps tetehs tees tamed 


the; Amendments, on: the. four: previous 
clauses which - he -had..on. the :Paper, 
hecanuse ithe Committee »had apparently 
made:up: their, minds» tor: give:this.in- 
demnity: toithe.Colonial Secretary cand 
the Tneasury: for. the illegal: proceedings 
they, had.taken, and he: also recognised 
the fact: that certain contracts had been 
entered into... It was:only from aisense 
of public:..duty:that he had:taken:the 
position which: he had done:in: regard to 
this Bill; He intended, .:however,;:: to 
move his Amendment: on; Clauseri6 : as 
follows— soe. newt 
“Clause 6, page 3, line 7,'léave-out from ‘of,’ 
to end of Clause, and insert ‘the Treasuny.’:?” 
By this clause it was proposed to ‘éreaite 
the Pacific Cable Board, which they 
knew from the Secretary of the Treasury 
had already been created. He proposed 
that, instead of handing over the cable, 
built by two millions of English money, 
to be managed by the Pacific Cable Board, 
the Treasury ought to take the step of 


VOL. XCIX. |FourTH SER1Es. } 


The payment of promotion | 


{13 Aveust 1901} 
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appointing managers to manage the 
cable themselves. According to the 
constitution of the board there would be 
only three British members, two repre- 
senting Canada, two representing the 
Australian colonies, and one representing 
New Zealand. The colonial representa- 
tives, therefore, would always be in a 
majority, and would be able to decide 
what the rates were to be. It would be 
to the interest of the Colonies that the 
rates should be as low as possible, while 
the comparative benefit to this country 
would be very small. He earnestly hoped 
that the Secretary to the Treasury would 
induce the Treasury to reconsider the 
constitution of the board, and give the 
whole control of the cable to the Trea- 
sury. The members of the board were 
prominent colonial politicians who had 
no knowledge of cable construction, 
maintenance, or management. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 7, to leave out from the 
word ‘of’ to end of clause, and insert the words 
‘the Treasury.’ °—(Mr. -O’ Mara.). 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” , 


Mr.. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
of course. he could :-not possibly accept 
the Amendment which had just been 


'moved.’: The hon. Member, he under- 


‘stood;’ moved’it ‘48’ a**protést apairst 
“what He thought* was the ‘laxity ‘of’ the 
Treasury: with ‘regard to’their ‘coritrol 
of the’ British ‘contribution to thé ¢kble 
‘and their too great disposition to consult 
the ‘feelings ‘and wishes ‘of the colonies. 
He niust retnind thé: Committee that for 
thé’ cable, in*which’ of ‘course! they’ wére 
‘very greatly interested, the colénies’ iad 
guaranteed ‘thirteen-tightéenths’ as’to 
sinking fund, interest; ‘expeérise ‘of tidin- 
tenance}'and’other'charges:' What the 
‘hon. Gentleman: proposed was tat; that 
being the’ position and thé liability, ‘the 
' Treasury should ‘have’ sdle’ 4nd’complete 
cdntrol over the'construction of thé cable, 
and over its management after construc- 
tion, and that the colonies should have 
no voice in thé'matter ‘whatever. ‘ If the 
hon. Member would onside? that‘from 
the point of view of the colonies he’ would 
see that it would be most unfair to them, 
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and that it would be a gross breach of 


faith on the part of the Government | 


if they gave any countenance to it. 
The hon. Gentleman complained that the 
representatives of the Government on 
the Board would be in a minority. 
was perfectly true, but then the Govern- 


ment paid a minority of the cost, and he | 


did not think under those circumstances 
that they had any right to insist on 
having a majority of the members on the 
Board. They had three representatives, 
one of whom would be the chairman, 
and if there was any difference of opinion 
on any important question, it was only 


{COMMONS} 


That | 
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| hon. friend the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when he stated that it was the 
intention of the:Government to work 
the cable on commercial lines. In great 
commercial undertakings, whether they 
were public or private, it was sometimes 
necessary to face a loss for a year or two 
in order to make a great commercial 
| success, and if they had not found private 
firms and public bodies in the country 
ready to do that, many of the enterprises 
| of which they now had such good reason 
|to be proud would not be in existence, 
| The Government had agreed with the 


colonial Governments as to the propor- 


necessary that a single colonial repre-| tion of representation each should have 
sentative should vote with the repre-|on the Board, and he asked the Com- 
sentatives of the Treasury in order to give | mittee to support the decision which had 
the Treasury a controlling vote, because | been arrived at. The Government could 
of the casting vote of the chairman. But | not go back on the pledges they had 


he altogether demurred to the idea that | given. 
the interests of the colonies and of the | 


Government were likely to be in conflict. 


3g Mr. FLYNN said he thought it would 


The hon. Gentleman spoke as if it would | p¢ quite possible to arrive at a compro- 


be in the interest of the colonies to reduce 


| mise between the Secretary to the Trea- 


rates to a figure which would not pay in | sury and his hon. friend the Member 


order that they might procure five-| ¢).Qouth Kilkenny. 


They all recognised 


eighteenths of the deficit from the| that the colonies should have some voice 


Government, 
selves 


very interested in making the cable pay. 


Mr. O’MARA said the colonies would 
get the whole benefit of the reduced rate. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN asked 
if the hon. Member assumed that no 
business from this country would pass 
over the cable. Ifthe hon. Member did 
assume that, he did not agree with him. 
As far as rates were reduced, the advan- 
tage of that reduction would be shared 
by all traders and others using the cable 
in the colonies as well as in this country, 
and it was very possible that they would 
get even a greater advantage than the 
colonies themselves. If the rates were 
to be unduly reduced, then the greater 
proportion of the loss that would follow 
would fall on the colonies, but he did 
not think that there was any reason 
to suppose that the colonies desired that 
the cable should be worked on lines 


But the colonies them- 
would have to pay thirteen- 
eighteenths, and therefore they were 


\in the control of the cable, but it was a 
very different matter that their repre- 
| sentation should be as five to three. He 
| would ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
to remember that in their fiscal policy the 
| colonies had never hesitated, whether 
|by preferential duties or otherwise, 
to secure an advantage for themselves 
as against British trade; and it was 
therefore possible that they would not 
hesitate to pay thirteen-eighteenths of the 
| loss on the working of the cable if thereby 
‘they could get a cheaper service, 
and very possibly it would be 
a very good bargain for them. He 
thought that if the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury would accept the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name increasing the number 
of British representatives to six his hon. 
friend would withdraw his Amendment. 
They could not overlook the fact that the 
colonial representatives had pressed the 
matter on a somewhat reluctant Colonial 
| Office, and that the Colonial Office, only 
/at the last moment, abandoned certain 








which would bring permanent financial | fixed principles on which public business 
loss on themselves. No doubt there | had hitherto been conducted. If the 


might be some loss in the earlier years, 


hon. Gentleman would accept his Amend- 


and the hon. Member for East Mayo | ment he was sure his hon. friend would 
thought he was contradicting his right 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


| withdraw his Amendment. 
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he could not accept that for the reasons 
he had already stated. His Majesty’s 
Government had accepted the proportion 
of representation set out in the schedule 
as fair, and the Government could not 
depart from that arrangement. 


*Mr. TULLY said that the explanation 
of the hon. Gentleman did not carry con- 
viction. They ought to bear in mind 
that £2,000,000 of money was to be fur- 
nished by the Imperial Treasury, and 
the very least they ought to insist on 
was that the majority of the members 
of the Board, who would have the spend- 
ing of that money, should be appointed 
by this Government. At present, 
although £1,000 per day was expended 
in cablegrams to Australia, most of them 
referred to business matters, and there 
were very few personal cablegrams. 
Australian newspapers got very favour- 
able terms through a syndicate which 
they had formed, but there was no reci- 
procity about that, as no favourable 
terms were given to English newspapers 
for telegrams from Australia. That state 
of things would continue, and Australians 
would be able to benefit themselves at the 
expense of the taxpayers of this country. 
Victoria and some of the other colonies 
had protection as against this country, 
and if they had adopted a system of 
protection might it not be expected that, 
with a majority on the board, they would 
go in for running the new cable solely in 
their own interests, without any regard 
for the interests of this country? His 
hon. friend proposed that the cable should 
be under the management of the Trea- 
sury. He could hardly agree with him 
in that proposition. He was not in 
favour of putting large enterprises of that 
kind under Treasury control. He would 
be quite willing, however, if some gentle- 
man like the predecessor of the hon. 
gentleman the present President of the 
Board of Agriculture were appointed 
Chairman of the Board. The public 
would have some confidence then that 
the cable would be run on lines of wise 
economy. Experience did not warrant 
them in having any great confidence in 
what the Government proposed. In the 
case of the telegraphs in these countries 
the Government proposed to buy 
them for a million or two, but 


{13 August i901} 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 


Bill. 
they ultimately had to pay seventeen 
millions. The same thing occurred 
in the case of the telephones, in 
which the Government made a most 
foolish bargain. The telephone com- 
pany captured all the patents and 
captured all the smaller companies, and 
then captured the Postmaster General, 
with the result that London had the 
worst telephone system in Europe. He 
thought, therefore, that hon. members 
were justified in assuming that what 
had occurred before would occur again. 
The cable would be run at a loss, and 
ultimately the Government might be 
asked, in order to save continual loss, 
to hand it over to some private firm. The 
Telegraph Department at present was 
being run at a very considerable loss, and 
what guarantee had they that the cable 
would not be run at a perpetual loss also ? 
He did not know what special qualifica- 
tions the members of the Board had. All 
they knew about Lord Strathcona was 
that he raised a troop of horse. 


646 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
will have an opportunity of considering 
the items in the schedule a little later. 
He must not anticipate that discussion. 


*Mr. TULLY said he would not proceed 
with that argument. He could not 
agree, however, to substitute the Trea- 
sury for the Board. If the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board 
of Agriculture was at the head of it, he 
would have some confidence in it. He 
was an able and honest man, and strove 
to do his work honestly, with the result 
that he had been shifted from the Trea- 
sury Department. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The character of 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
is really not relevant. 

*Mr. TULLY said that if the right hon. 
Gentleman had remained at the Treasury 
that proposal would never have been 
brought before the House. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clauses 6, 7, and 8 agreed to. 


Mr. O’MARA said he wished to move a 
new clause, namely, that the rates charge 
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charged either intermediate or through 
should be approved by the Treasury. He 
thought that it was most important that 
the Treasury should have some control 
over the rates. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill, 


648 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the clause raised practically the question 
they had already discussed once or 
twice. He had already stated his views 
to the Committee, and could not accept 


New Clause (Rates)—(Mr. 0’Mara)— 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon. Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lough, Thomas 


| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

| M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 


| Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


the proposed 











Noes, 220. 


AYES. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 


Lundon W 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Moss, Samuel 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, James F. X. ‘Cork) | 
| O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid | 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Doherty, William 
' O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud | 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir Wiliam 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 


| Causton, Richard Knight 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John | 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway, N.) | 


| 
| 
| 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NOES. 

Bull, William James | 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 

| 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 


| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Balfour,Rt.Hon. A. J. (Mane’r) | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(CJristch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Mr. O'Mara. 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 


| 
| 
| 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm) | 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


| Cranborne, Viscount 
| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
| Crombie, John William 


TELLERS FOR THE 


clause. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 74; 
(Division List No. 468.) 


O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 
O’Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, Dr. E.C.(M’n’gh’n,N 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


AYES— 
Mr. O’Mara and Mr. Dillon. 


Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Cust, Henry John C. 


Davenport, William Bromley: 


| Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 


Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Evans,SirF rancisH./ Maidstone 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wiliam Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ.) 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick, S.W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.K.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J, (Londonderry, 8S.) 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon | Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’d) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Heath, James (Staffords., N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(Kent,F’ versh’m 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Keswick, William 

law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Livery ool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Layland: Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph l’.( Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
leigh, Sir Joseph 
laveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 








| Penn, John 


Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


| Maconochie, A. W. 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford) | 
Morton, Edw. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock ) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon.M W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 


| Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tyn’sde 
| Smith,James Parker (Lanarks) 


Spear, John Ward 


| Spencer, Rt.HnC.R.(Northants 
| Stanley, HonArthur (Ormskirk 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks., W.R. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hal! 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


| White, Luke (Yorks.. E.R.) 


Whiteley,George (Yorks.,W.R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell- (Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks., E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk,Mid.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Bill reported, without amendment ;| which the law will operate, and in the 





read the third time, and passed. 


| which was not 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- || 
mittee), further considered. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. | 
Ritcute, Croydon): The clause which 
I am about to move the omission of is | 
not precisely the same clause as it 
was in the Bill originally before the- 
House. It differs in two respects. In| 
the first place, it differs in the mode in’ 


second place there is a sub-section 
in the original Bill. 
With regard to the former clause, there 
is no doubt that the clause as it 
stands now is a distinct improve- 
ment upon the clause originally before 
the House, especially in regard to 


one particular point where it lays down 


definite rules and hours, instead of 
leaving the matter to the Secretary of 
State. The other change in the clause 
refers to the exclusion of religious and 
charitable institutions. Now the clause 
as it stands is not so much an alteration 
in the law as that it makes the law 
plainer and more easily enforceable, 
and therefore I um bound to say 
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it is regrettable that it should be 
omitted ; but I am bound to consider 
the whole subject-matter of the Bill 
itself, and having regard to the numerous 
classes of persons who are going to 
derive great advantage from the general 
provisions of the Bill, I certainly regard 
with the greatest dissatisfaction any cir- 
cumstances likely to imperil the chances 
of the Bill by reason of a clause dealing 
with a particular point in the Bill. 
What is the position of matters with 
regard to this clause? There was great 
opposition to it. As it stood in 
Grand Committee there was a sub- 
section of the clause dealing with religious 
and charitable institutions bringing 
them to a certain extent within the four 
corners of the Bill, but making a special 
provision with regard to inspection 
altogether different to the inspection to 
which other laundries have to be sub- 
jected. But as it frequently happens 


in many proposals for a compromise, | 


these proposals of mine pleased neither 
one side or the other. It is commonly 
understood that the opposition to my 


original proposal came entirely from hon. | 


Members representing Ireland, but that 
is not the case by any means. I received 
many more representations upon this 
matter from religious institutions in 
this country, who alleged that the pro- 
posals of the Bill if carried into effect 
would destroy the discipline which is 
absolutely necessary, having regard to 


the class of persons usually found in) 


these institutions. So that the objection 
taken to the clause in Committee made 


it perfectly plain to me that the only | 


course to pursue if I wished to secure 
the Bill was to leave the law as I 
found it with regard to these reli- 
gious and charitable institutions, and 
the conclusion which I came to was 
practically the same conclusion which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife came to when he had to deal 
with the same matter. 

The right hon. Gentleman in his Bill 
of 1895 proposed that these institutions 
should be subject to the same conditions 
as ordinary laundries, but he was driven 
out of his position by the same considera- 
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by the remainder of the Bill be 
cause of this particular point was not 
a course which commended itself to 
him; and so I felt I was driven to take 
this course for the same consideration 
| precisely as that which actuated the right 
| hon. Member for East Fife when he was 
dealing with the same question. There- 
fore I accepted the same sub-section as 
he not only accepted, but I believe 
moved in the 1895 Bill. I was 
driven to accept the same words: they 
are the words of the existing law. 
The position by my acceptance of this 
Amendment was not satisfactory to many 
members of the Committee, and in the 
result the omission of this clause was 
| moved by an hon. Gentleman, one of the 
'Members for Glasgow, and advocated 
| and supported by voice and by vote by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Forest of Dean, by the hon. Member 
for Berwickshire, by the hon. Member 
for Leicester, by the hon. Member for 
| Battersea, and by all those who have 
been most prominent in their desire to 
| see a reform in the law with regard to 
laundries. The Amendment was not 
carried at the time, because I desired to 
take advantage of the time between 
‘then and now to see if it was not possible 
by consultation to arrive at some form 
| of words which, although they would not 
|give everything desired, would give 
' some satisfaction, and enable us to retain 
the clause in the Bill. Now I have 
failed in my attempt. It has been said 
by some that if I had tried to find some 
form of words, I should have _prob- 
ably succeeded. All I can say is that 
/no one has tried harder than | have to 
| find a form of words, and I have been 
|unable to find one, and I am face to 
| face with this situation. We are within. 
I hope, a few days of the prorogation of 
Parliament, and I find the Notice Paper 
full of Amendments upon this particular 
clause. I need hardly point out to the 
House the practical impossibility of 
carrying this Bill if we have to deal 
with and dispose of all those Amend- 
ments. 


Now what would be the effect of the 
acceptance of this motion for the omis- 








tions which ultimately drove me out of 
the position I took up, namely, that to | 
sacrifice the great advantages of the 
proposed alteration in the law made 


Mr. Ritchie. 


sion of this clause? It will leave, with 
another Amendment I shall have to pro- 
pose subsequently in the schedule, the 
whole of the laundries in precisely the 
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same position as they are now. It is 
true that the law will retain the exemp- 
tion to which I have referred, but it is 
said that this will be tolerable if the law 
remains as it is, but intolerable if the law 
is strengthened and tightened and if its 
operation makes the position of outside 
laundries more difficult than at pre-| 
sent while retaining the present im-| 
munity for religious and charitable | 
laundries. Well, it must not be sup-| 
posed that, if the House accepts the | 
Amendment which I propose, this matter 
is going to be lost sight of. I hope at no 
distant period we may be able to propose 
Amendments in the laundry section of 
the Act, and that we may arrive by in- 
quiry and consultation, when time is 
permitted, at some agreement which, 
though it does not give all which some 
of my friends desire, will meet some 
of the objections raised on the one side 
and on the other, and by which possibly 
a solution may be found. 


It is said that under the existing pro- 
visions of the law there are many bogus 
institutions, and it has beensuggested that 
something might have been putinto the 
Bill which would have least have enabled 
the Home Office to deal effectively with 
those who claim exemption under the 
existing law but who do not deserve and 
have no proper pretention to claim such 
exemption. I have thought of and tried 
to devise some words which might be 
inserted in the Bill which would give 
the Home Office further power to 
deal with these objectionable institu- 
tions, but I can find no form of words 
which would not have the effect of 
limiting the power of the Home Secre- 
tary rather than extending it. There 
is no doubt that the power of the 
Home Secretary in this matter is practi- 
cally unlimited, because, if there is any 
reason to suppose that the institutions 
claiming this exemption are not bona 
fide institutions, there is nothing to 
prevent the inspector demanding ad- 
mission to any of these institutions, and 
if it is not what it pretends to be, 
and admission is refused, to take it 
before a court of law and make it prove 
it is entitled to the exemption claimed. 
No effort on my part will be wanting to 
see that the protection of this special 
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exemption is not taken advantage of 
by these special institutions who have 
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no right to avail themselves of it. I can 
assure the House I am as anxious as they 
to deal with this matter in a proper way. 
Generally, with regard to the provisions 
of the Act of 1895, although they are 
not open to such adverse criticisms as 
hon. Members have directed against 
them—and the provisions themselves 
are good—I quite recognise the difficulties 
of enforcing them, and those I shall 
endeavour to overcome, and the House 
must not assume that this matter is 
going to remain altogether undealt with. 
I hope it may be possible to deal with it 
in a manner to give satisfaction without 
undue delay. The House will see that 
I have no other course, if I desire to secure 
the benefit of this Bill the vast number 
of people who will come under it, than 
the course I now take in asking the 
House to support this Amendment. I 
beg to move the omission of Clause 103. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 55, to leave out Clause 103.”—(Mr. 
Secretary Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
of Clause 103 to the word ‘ Act,’ in page 
56, line 40, inclusive, stand part’of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I 
have listened with great surprise and 
disappointment to the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman. This Bill pro- 
fesses to be, and I gladly recognise that 
it is, a Bill for the amendment and con- 
solidation of the law. If the right hon. 
Gentleman’s motion to omit the clause 
is carried, having regard to this very 
important branch of factory administra- 
tion, the Bill will neither amend the law 
nor will it consolidate it, because you 
will have the provisions of the existing 
law retained in force, subject to a very 
vague undertaking that at some in- 
definite time it may receive further 
consideration, and from the point of 
view of codifying and consolidating the 
law you will have as ridiculous a position 
as can be conceived. You will have the 
all-important section dealing with laun- 
dries not even put in the Consolidation 
Act at all, but only in the Act of 1895. 
RITCHIE : 


*Mr. If the right hon. 


Gentleman will forgive me, | forgot to 
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say that, if the Amendment is carried, 
an Amendment will be proposed in 
another place to insert in this Bill the 
clause as it appeared in the original Con- 
solidation Bill. 


Mr. ASQUITH: If it is inserted in 
another place, what is going to happen 
then? Is it to be cut out in the shape 
of Lords’ Amendments, while other 
Amendments in respect of laundries 
are to be put in? I do not see, from the 
point of view of saving time, that much 
is to be gained by that course. But the 
matter is very much more serious. 
When I introduced the Bill in 1895 it 
contained a clause dealing with laun- 
dries which, although not the same in 


{COMMONS} 





form, was similar in substance to the | 
clause in the present Bill; but owing to | 
the strenuous opposition I encountered, | 
and to the fact that I had not the ad- 
vantage of a great and permanent 
majority like the present Government, 
I was obliged, very much against my will, 
to whittle it down to the form in which | 
it appears in the statute. The right hon. | 
Gentleman, as I acknowledged at the 
time when he moved the Second Reading 
of this Bill, proposed to strengthen the 
law from the comparatively weak and 
inoperative form in which I had been 
compelled to leave it, and his proposal, | 
coupled with the Amendments intro- 
duced in Committee upstairs, has pro- 
duced in the first three sub-sections a 
code dealing with the regulation of 
laundries, apart from conventual laun- 
dries, which, although perhaps not ideal, 
is perhaps as strong as public opinion 
will allow. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): And were agreed 
to unanimously. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Yes, because the. 
employers were quite prepared to accept 
them. Why are all the substantial im- 
provements which this Bill makes to be 
abandoned? Why are we to abandon 
all these improvements, which even 
the laundry owners themselves do not 
object to, and in which the laundry 
operatives are directly and vitally inte- 
rested ? Why are we to omit what almost 
everyone agrees is a desirable and neces- | 
sary amendment of the law at this stage | 

‘ 


Mr. Ritchie. 





|/we agree to a demand 
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of the proceedings? The right hon. 
Gentleman has given one reason only— 
that unless these beneficial provisions, 
which did not apply to the excepted 
laundries, are omitted it would raise 
the whole hubbub about the conventual 
laundries. I say it would be a mon- 
strous confession of weakness, and even 
of humiliation, on the part of the House 
of Commons if it threw all these im- 
provements over for fear of the hostility 
of the excepted laundries. There is no 
other ground. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s argument is totally inadequate 
to justify his proposal. The other 
matter, which was really the only solid 
ground, was as to the continuance of 
this class of excepted laundry. | acknow- 
ledge that I was the first to agree to it, 
and why? Because, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has truly said, it was the 
lowest price I could pay for carrying 
the Bill of 1895. But the right hon. 
Gentleman is not in the position I was. 
I had no majority independent of my 
hon. friends below the gangway, and if I 
had insisted on refusing the demand to 
have this class of laundries excepted, 
they had it in their power at once to kill 
my Bill and destroy the manifold 
improvements in every class of factory 
law which that Bill was designed to meet. 
But the right hon. Gentleman is not in 
that position. He has got a large majo- 
rity, which is quite capable of overcoming 
all the forces arrayed against it, though 
that majority is not always in perfect 
working order, especially at this stage 
of the session. But I do protest that 
the Government having—-for reasons of 
their own—delayed consideration of 
the Report stage until the last 
week of the session, should adopt 
this kind of coercion to the delibera- 
tions of the House, and say that unless 
which is 
not reasonable, and which the Govern- 
ment have the power of resisting, the 
House must take the responsibility of 
sacrificing the whole of a _ valuable 
piece of legislation. As regards the 
merits of the case, I say what I said in 
1895, that no case has been made out for 
the exemption of these privileged laun- 
dries. I observe that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Oxford 
University has an Amendment which, 


if carried, would, I believe practically 
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nieet the demands of all the religious | have arrived. I believe that if we were 
charities except those connected with | speaking in May instead of August the 
one religious community. The proposal proposal would never have been made. 
is a very reasonable one, and could be It is only because we are a few days 
perfectly well adapted to those conventual | before the close of the session that we 
institutions which fall within the cate-| are called upon to make this very great 
gory of reformatory institutions. It surrender. I should like to state my 
would give the Home Secretary power to position in this matter. I wish to speak 
modify the requirements of the Act in not only for myself, but also for a great 
their application to institutions of a number of people outside who have 
reformatory character. One of the great | favoured me with communications on 
objections to the inspection of those this very important matter. I have always 
laundries had been removed by the said, and I say it again, I go with hon. 
appointment of lady inspectors. I can-| Members from Ireland some way in their 
not help thinking that, under these cir- | objection to the inspection originally pro- 
cumstances, the Government would have | posed. Ordinary inspection of laundries 
found that they had a preponderating is inappropriate to institutions which are 
body of opinion on both sides of the! of a reformatory character. It would be 
House if they had adopted such an_| impossible, I think, to admit an inspector 
Amendment. The Government do not | in the ordinary way into laundries which 
dispute any of the propositions I have | are connected with institutions chiefly 
laid down; but because the Government | designed for the reformation of persons 
are afraid that, if at this stage of the who have lived dissolute and immoral 
session they insist upon doing what they lives. That is absolutely true, but it is a 
think to be right, they will lose the Bill, long step to say that because you 
the House is asked to omit the clause | object to a particular form of inspection 
altogether. I do not think that is a| then you must object to all inspection. 
course consistent with the dignity either I cannot adopt that principle, nor do 
of the Government or of the House. For those for whom I speak. They say, and 
my part, I shall offer, and I hope the I agree with them, that with regard to 
House will offer, its opposition to the | a certain number of institutions inspec- 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman. | tion, and especially inspection by a 

/woman inspector, is desirable—to see 
*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): 1 whether these institutions are in a proper 
rise with the greatest regret to express | sanitary condition, and whether the 
my great disappointment with the speech | machinery employed is preperly pro- 
of the Home Secretary. I fear that | tected, and to see that the inmates are 
what has happened this evening, at the | not over-worked and under-fed ; and the 
end of a long controversy, will be known | institutions for which I speak welcome 
as the history of a great surrender ;| such inspection. Why is it hon. Members 
and I agree with the right hon. Gentle- | from Ireland take this non possumus line 
man who has just spoken that | and say that unless inspectors were ex- 
there is no justification for it.| cluded altogether they would have 
The motion of the hon. Member for East | nothing to do with the Bill? I think that 
Clare in Committee was carried by | is an unreasonable attitude, and so far as 
twenty-nine to twenty-four. I have|I am concerned I can be no party to 
not the slightest doubt in my mind that the principle implied. I the more object 
if this matter was put to the House on | to it because if there are any abuses the 
its merits, without reference to passing | genuine institutions would be glad to 
the Bill or the time of the session, then, see them stopped. But the practical 
these twenty-four members of the Com-/ question is: What are we to do? I 
mittee who voted against the motion of | am afraid that time is against us. If 
the hon. Member: for Clare would have 


we like to insist—as I should personally 
been multiplied certainly ten-fold. Why desire to do—upon the retention of this 
is it we are called upon this evening to| clause, we are assured on the highest 
adopt the views of a small minority of authority it would involve the sacrifice 
the House? The only reason, of course, | of the whole of this important Bill. I 
is the time of the session at which we | should be sorry to be responsible for the 
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loss of so important a measure, which | stands has provel so acceptable to the 
affects the welfare of large classes, and a, ones. gee gs aguas Hee 
especially those classes who are least able mead Pca on parte ae ueaney one 
to protect themselves. Therefore T| mation that the clause as amended meets 


think we ought to hesitate very long | with the entire approval of the trade, as 
before we imperil the Bill. |it undoubtedly provides better regulations 


I for one) b es 
4 Raieae »  «  y | both from the employers’ and the employees’ 
cannot take responsibility for its loss, | point of view, and although it is some restric- 
and therefore I must vote for the Amend- | tion of the hours as they at present exist, yet 
ment of the Home Secretary. | it is feit that the result will be a great im- 
, eam — age class es oe sie for 
; ., | the trade. e opini H , generally, is 
*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said | that the trade would. rather have Clause 103 
he rose to support the right hon. Gentle- as at present printed in the Bill than the law 
man the Member for East Fife upon this | #1 at present stands, which, as you very well 
: ciel alii: hu Gi ohiie Baie | know, as a protection for the workers is 
ope, ant q - As g *| practically useless, and such that even the 
Gentleman was aware, he had gone to a| Home Office officials feel very great difficulty 








deal of trouble and taken a great deal of | 


time in attempting to arrive at a com- 
promise. The right hon. Gentleman | 
the Home Secretary had stated that | 
he regretted having to propose the | 
omission of the clause. In introducing | 
the Bill he had pointed out that the | 
present state of the law was confused | 
and unsatisfactory. Now he claimed | 
that the provisions of the Act of 1895. 
were good in themselves, but difficult | 
to administer. But what was the use 
of a good law if it could not be adminis- 
tered? The right hon. Gentleman went 
on to say that he proposed to apply to 
Institution laundries the provisions of 
the Factory Acts. He said the ex- 
emption of these laundries from inspec- 
tion was indefensible, but it was exactly 
what the right hon. Gentleman now 
proposed to do—to exempt these laun- 
dries from inspection. He would not 
labour the point that the law as it stood 
was in an unsatisfactory condition, but | 
as the right hon. Gentleman might say 
that he had voted in Committee against 
the clause he now wished retained, he 
would read to the House a letter which 
he had received from the National 
Laundry Trade Protection Association, 
Limited. That letter would explain and 
justify his position— 

*T gather from the Amendment Paper under | 
the Factory and Workshops Consolidation | 
Bill that the feeling of the House is such that | 
in all probability Clause 103 will not go | 
through, and may be withdrav.n by the Home 
Secretary. I sincerely trust you will be) 
enabled to see your way to vote against its | 
withdrawal. When this Association made | 
the request to you, when the Bill was before | 
the Grand Committee, to propose its with- 
drawal there was a very strong feeling exist- 
ing as to the non-acceptance of the Institution | 
Clause and the Cottage Laundry Clause, but | 
on consideration the amended clause as it 


Mr. Talhot. 


| trade dissented from it. 


with these 
application to 


in effectually administering. I sincerely trust 
that, on behalf of the laundry trade of the 


| kingdom. you will not fail to strongly represent 


these views when the Bill is before the House 
of Commons.” 

The laundry trade objected to the action 
of the right hon. Gentleman. He had 
supported the omission of the clause 
in the past because of this request, 
but now that the demand and the 
desire for the omission of the clause 
had been removed he was justified in 
adhering to the wishes of those who 


advised him upon this matter. He 


wished to know why this clause was to 
be omitted. It was clear it was not for 
the benefit of the trade, because the 
The real reason 
was to avoid the opportunity of discussing 
the very large question of the exemp- 
tion of the religious institutions. The 
statement by the hon. Member for 
East Clare in the press was a tem- 
perate statement from the point of view 
of Ireland in this matter. It might 
be urged that nothing could be 
said against the convent laundries of 


Ireland, but a great deal of fault had 
justly been found with the convent 
‘laundries in France. 


Great scandals 
had been brought to light in connection 
laundries owing to an 
them of the law; 
and he desired to know what guarantee 
the House had that like institutions in 
this country were not being carried on 


}in an equally disadvantageous way as 


were those in France. There was no 
guarantee, and if there was any great 
eagerness to avoid inspection, such keen- 
ness to avoid inspection must inevitably 
give rise to the suspicion that there was 
something to conceal. The greater the 
keenness the greater the suspicion that 
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must arise. 
He would quote from the report of M. | 
Laporte, the divisional inspector of the 
first district for the year 1886. That 
gentleman said— 


“To-day I will cite particularly the orphan- 
age of the Good Shepherd, where children from 
seven to eight years old work from 5 a.m. till 
4 p.m., having only one hour of instruction 
after the day’s labour.” 


He further said— 


“There has been brought to my notice a 
convent where little girls of four years old 
have to hem with the greatest care half a 
dozen house-cloths each, i.e., to make about 
nine or ten yards.” 


In his report for the year 1887, M. 
Giroud, divisional inspector, expressed 
himself in the following terms on the 
subject of the establishment entitled 
“ The Good Shepherd,” at Cholet— 


“This establishment, which I have twice 
visited with its staff of seventy 
sisters and novices, living on the proceeds of 
the work done there, unites all the charac- 
teristics of an industrial enterprise. . . . . 
They receive at the Good Shepherd little girls 
from the age of four years; they make these 
miserable children work the same number of 
hours as young girls of sixteen to twenty- 
one.”* 


{13 Avaust 1901} 
What happened in France ? | 





The same inspector expresses himself | 
also on the subject of ‘The Good Shep- | 
herd ”’ of Poitiers— | 

“The staff employed in this establishment | 
is composed of forty-six children from four to 
twelve years old, thirty-three from twelve to } 
fifteen, and thirty from sixteen to twenty-one: | 
that is, seventy-nine children from four to | 
sixteen years old, and thirty young girls. The 
length of the work is the same for the 
children of four as for the young girls. Three 
of the sisters, not certificated, hold a class for 
the youngest children for three-quarters of an 
hour a day.” 


When he read that report he thought it 
his duty to make inquiries as to whether 
such practices were still going on. 
He ascertained from the annual Reports 
on the application during 1899 of the 
laws regulating work that 4,429 
breaches of the law had taken place in 
industrial religious establishments. Of 
these 924 related to the duration of 
work. They had no knowledge or | 
guarantee that similar abuses were not | 
now going on in similar institutions | 
here, and that great hardships were not | 
being suffered by young children. It | 
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be placed under inspection. The convents 
of the Good Shepherd may be subject 
to precisely the same abuses in England 
asin France. He would point out to the 
House what happened in Sheffield only 
four years ago. He wished to quote this 
instance in reply to the hon. Member for 
East Clare, who had stated that it was 
quite easy for the girls to come and go in 
these institutions— 

“Two girls, named Maggie Gaffey, aged 
fifteen, and Minnie Hober, aged sixteen, made 
their escape from the convent of the Good 
Shepherd at midnight last night. They 
dropped twenty feet from a window on the 
fourth storey to the roof of another building, 
and then scaled the convent walls, from which 
they descended to the street. Hober sprained 
both her ankles, and the girls, being unable to 
run away, werearrested. The girls tell stories 
of starvation, hard work, and cruel treatment, 
and threaten to kill themselves if they are sent 
back.” 


Mr. DILLON asked for the authority 
for this statement. 


*Mr. TENNANT replied that it ap- 
peared in a paragraph in the Shejjield 
Independent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Slandering a religious community on the 


authority of a newspaper paragraph ! 


Mr. DILLON said the hon. Member 
for Berwickshire had brought a very 
terrible charge, which was not in the 
official reports. He was very sorry to 
have to interrupt the hon. Member, but 
this was a very horrible charge with 
which they had been called upon to 
deal, and he wished to know what 
authority this charge was based upon. 


*Mr. TENNANT said he did not think 

he could be accused of slandering any- 
body. The statements in the para- 
graph had, he understood, never been 
disputed. 


Mr. DILLON said this was a very 
horrible charge, and it was important 
they should know who was the author 
of it. 


*Mr. TENNANT repeated that the 
paragraph appeared in the Shevjeld 
Independent, and it was circulated by a 


would be to the advantage of those | society of which Mr. Abbott, of Gray's 


institutions themselves that they should | Inn Place, was the secretary. 
’ 
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Mr. DILLON asked if the hon. 


Gentleman could say, of his own know- | 


ledge, that this was a genuine paragraph, 
or was it only a leaflet sent round broad- 
cast. 


*Mr. TENNANT said his point was 
that, even if the case were untrue, it 
was surely one for inquiry. There was 
grave suspicion that such a case did take 
place, and it was of immense importance, 


as well from the point of view of the! 


public generally as of the inmates of 
such homes, that that suspicion should 


be arrested. The other cases which | 
he had quoted were all official, and if | 


he had read something which he 
ought not to have read he offered his 
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important point to consider. It was 
absurd to say that there was no com- 


petition in the face of the large income 


which some of these institutions derived 
from their laundries. Even if the public 
had to subscribe to these charitable 
institutions the competition was equally 
unfair. He could not understand all 
this opposition to inspection, and if 
there was anything to conceal they 
wished to know what it was. If there 
was nothing to conceal, then he con- 
tended that these institutions would 
not suffer, but gain, by inspection. 
He asked the House not to agree to the 
motion, because on the one hand we 
should be doing a grave economic in- 
justice, and on the other we should be 


apologies to the House. The managers} abandoning one of our most solemn 


of similar homes in connection with the 
Church of England had expressed, not 


only their willingness, but their desire | 
for inspection under the Home Office, | 


and he saw no reason why other homes 
of a religious character should not come 
under the same inspection. He had 
received many influential letters sup- 
porting his view upon this question. 
The Archbishop of Canterbury was 
strongly in favour of inspection. He 
had received a letter from Miss Ella 
Pease in regard to the Morpeth Home 
of Industry in which she says— 

‘‘Thave heard from three members of the 
‘ Morpeth Home of Industry ’ Committee, and 


they are all strongly in favour of homes and | 


institutions such as this being put under the 
Factory Acts. The other member who is in 
Norway at the present moment agrees with 


us, | know. So I can say all the managers of | 


the home are unanimous on the subject. We 
have all felt how difficult it is to prevent 
matrons from overpressing girls, even when 
their committees do all they can to prevent it, 
and when, as with us, there is plenty of 
money. I know, however, one or two institu- 
tions where there is not much money, and 
where the committees are at fault as well as 
the matrons, and a terrible lot of overwork 
goes on, and until there are women inspectors 
nothing will stop this continuing.” 


He had received amongst other letters 


from Mrs. Creighton, and from the wives , 


of the Bishops of Chichester, Carlisle, 
York, Winchester, Exeter, Southwell, 
and Salisbury, all approving of the em- 
ployment of a Government lady in- 
spector, and expressing themselves 
strongly in favour of the inspection of 
these laundries. 


With regard to competition with 


other laundries, surely that was an | 





responsibilities. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said he had been asked hundreds 
of questions on all sorts of matters in 
the course of the two elections he had 
fought in Sheffield, and had there been 


anything in the story quoted by the 


hon. Member who had just ‘spoken he 
felt sure he must have heard of it. On 


the general question, however, the posi- 
tion was very unsatisfactory. 
afraid that an impression would be 
created that those institutions had some- 
thing to conceal, whereas, as a matter of 
of fact, they had not. 
possible to apply to those institutions 
the identical clauses of the Factory Acts 
which 
establishments, but difficulties such as 
that would have been fully met by the 
Amendment of his right hon. friend the 
Member for Oxford University, and he 
could not help hoping that his Amend- 
/ment would yet be accepted, and that in 
all cases there would be a special lady 
visitor enjoying the confidence of the 
managers of such institutions. 


He was 


It would be im- 


applied to ordinary business 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said he 


frankly admitted at the outset the 
right of those hon. Gentlemen who 
were against the exclusion of convent 
laundries from the Bill 
those who said they should be excluded 
to give their reasons for so thinking. 


to challenge 


He desired to approach this question 


as fairly and moderately as he could. He 
did not regard it as a Catholic or an Irish 


question. He regarded it from a dif- 
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ferent point of view altogether. Before go out of the convents. There was no 
coming to the reasons for excluding limit to the solicitude, devotion, and 
these laundries from the Bill, he desired | affection of the nuns. It was esteemed 
to meet one or two statements which|a miracle if a fallen woman turned 
had been made against convents and round and altered her life, but that work 
nuns. One of these was that the nuns of reform was being carried out week 
shirked inquiry because they had some- | after ,,week, in the Irish convents. 
thing to conceal. This was a subject He asked the House not to weaken the 
on which the Irish Members were com-| hands of those by whom this miracle 
petent to speak. They knew all about was being wrought. When the Member 

the working of these institutions in| for East Fife was speaking he remen.- 
Ireland, and the nuns, so far from being | bered the time when the Irish Members 
desirous to conceal, only welcomed | kept him in office. During that period 
visitors to the convent to see it and every- | there was some beneficent work done for 
thing connected with it. There was not | the English working classes with the help 
a day passed when ladies did not visit of the Irish Members, and it was not fair 
the convents and see the girls who were to bring the charge against them that 
under the charge of the nuns. Not a/they were desirous of injuring this Bill. 

Sunday or a holiday passed when ladies | What was the object of this legislation ? 
with their daughters did not visit the; Was it to ensure that these girls were 
institutions and gave concerts to the| contented? Had ever any complaints 
inmates. There was hardly one of the | been made by these girls in the convents ? 
Nationalist Members who had not a) The nuns had no control over them 
relative a nun, and they would be the | except the consciousness of the girls in 
most dishonest men in the world if they | the devotion and affection of the nuns 
allowed their friends to remain in these | and their desire to make them happy. 
institutions if there was anything wrong. | He did not wish to push this too far, but 
The idea of secrecy, or that there was | one of the difficulties was that the nuns 
anything to conceal, was utterly absurd. | had no desire to be exposed to the public. 

The objection of the nuns to inspection | They wished to work quietly, but not 
was that they believed, rightly or wrongly, ‘secretly. It should be remembered that 
that the interference of an inspector| the convents in Dublin were inspected 
between them and the girls under their | yearly by Archbishop Walsh ; then there 
charge would weaken the authority | were the hospital inspectors, and ladies 
which it was necessary for them to| were constantly going in to visit them. 

exercise if they were to succeed with | He could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
the great work they had in hand. It | the Home Secretary that if he were in 
was said that the nuns might treat the | Dublin to-morrow and went into one 
girls badly. It was said that in some | of these convents he would be welcomed, 

cases such girls had been treated badly. | and the mother would have pleasure in 
He would point out that it was the aim | showing him the institution, provided 
and object of the nuns to induce the | that he did not go as an inspector but as 
girls to come into the convent. These | (a private gentleman. They were not 
girls came from a life in which they | afraid of inspection; the nuns were not 
had been absolutely unrestrained. Their | afraid of inspection so far as their work 
life was completely revolutionised, they | was concerned ; but he did ask that the 
were subjected to discipline, and they | Legislature would not interfere with the 
had prayer and work. The nuns had } work of the nuns who, day after day and 
learned from sad experience that if the| night after night, bestowed _ constant 
girls went out after being a short time care, anxiety, and affection on these 
in the convent they descended to the| miserable creatures. He knew that 
abyss from which they had been taken. | some of these poor girls were the victims 
The nuns believed that they were | of men’s passions, and some of their own 
actually responsible to Christ for the care | folly; but could there be any more 
of the girls, and they did their utmost | beautiful or touching sight than that 
to prevent them straying again. If the | of these women, who had been in the con- 
girls were underfed or overworked they | vent since they were only ten or eleven 


would be discontented, and they would | years of age, taking to their hearts 
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women from the streets who came to 
them for help. He could not conceive 
of anyone not respecting a beautiful 
and holy charity like that. He appealed 
to the House not to make this a Catholic 
or Irish question. He was not pleading 
for the nuns, but for the poor girls under 
their charge. | cae bo] 
® a; | % | 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
said he did not wish to say a word which 
would offend the feelings of the hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken under 
a sense of very deep religious conviction. 
He was one of those representatives, who, 
he believed, were a great majority of the 
House, that were in favour of no clause at 
all rather than the clause as it stood in 
the Bill. But he would prefer still more 
a clause containing requirements for 
inspection all round. He believed there 
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was no class of work which more de- 
manded sanitary inspection than laundry 
work, and he, for one, was at a/| 
loss to understand the pemaaiieaee | 
opposition to what seemed to him a fair 
proposal that all laundries should be 
inspected. If laundries under the control | 
of the different convents carried on their | 
work in a proper sanitary way, without | 
overworking the inmates by long, illegal 
hours, then in the name of common 
sense why should they object to fair 
inspection ? How could it be possible to 
interfere with the proper discipline of the | 
convents if women inspectors were to go | 
round from time to time and inspect 
them? If there was nothing to conceal, 
as the hon. Gentleman opposite asserted, 
why, in the name of common sense, 
should they try to conceal it ? [Laughter 
from the Irish benches.] He saw that | 
an Irish way of stating a case appealed 
to hon. Members opposite. He was afraid 
that this was a concession made to mem- | 
bers of the Committee who were mem- | 
bers of the Roman Catholic Church ; | 
but it was time that the Government | 
came to realise that there were other | 
susceptibilities, quite as sincere as those | 
of the members of the Roman Catholic | 
Church, to be considered. 
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straightforward tone which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary 
had taken in Committee upstairs in 
regard to the exemption of religious 
institutions, and he had been more 
than disappointed that the right hon. 
Gentleman had hauled down the Union 
Jack that evening. The great majority 
of charitable institutions were well 
managed, and invited inspection to 
show to the world how they were carried 
on; in fact, they asked that the black 
sheep among them should be dropped 
out. They knew from parallel cases 
that abuses existed. The Metropolitan 
Association for Befriending Young 
Women had a large number of laundries, 
and they asked for inspection, and they 
should like that the clause about ex- 
emption should be dropped out. He 
could not conceive why other institutions 
should not hold the same views. He could 
not help thinking that, if institutions 
were afraid of being inspected, there must 
be something wrong. The mere fact that 
exemption for certain institutions had 
been so strongly sustained created a 
certain amount of suspicion in his own 
mind that there must be something 
wrong. It was the right of all the 
working women of this country to be 
put in exactly the same position, and 
he hoped the Home Secretary would 
reconsider his decision in regard to the 
Amendment. Nobody was more anxious 
to get away for a holiday than he was, 
but what about these poor women who 
never got any holidays at all? Why 
could they not give up a few days holi- 
days in order to do good to these poor 
women? He earnestly hoped that the 
House would get rid of the exemption. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 
said that the objections he felt to the 


clause which the Home Secretary pro- 
posed to omit from the Bill were grounded 


n the changes which had been made 
in the clause since it was originally 
When 


introduced by the Government. 


» 


first introduced it contained two pro- 


In the first place it provided 


! that the Secretary of State should have 

Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, | power to regulate the hours in which 
N.) said, as an agricultural Member, he| work could be carried on in the trade 
did not pretend to know anything laundries; and, in the second place, 
of convents, but he did know a great | provision was made by which the Secre- 
deal about charitable institutions. He/tary of State was to have power to 


had been glad to hear the firm and| inspect at times the conventual, the 
Mr, Leamy. 
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charitable, institutions in which laundry 
work was carried on. Both these pro- 
posals had been changed during the 
progress of the Bill through Grand 
Committee. The hon. Member for Ber- 
wickshire, who had made what he con- 
sidered a somewhat unfair speech with 
reference to the conventual side of the 
question, introduced in the early part 
of the clause a new provision doing away 
with the Secretary of State’s power to 
regulate the hours, and establishing a 
system of fixed hours. At the instance 
of the hon. Member for Clare there was 
reinstated in the clause the precise 
words which had been enacted, with the 
assent of the right hon. Member for East 
Fife, in 1895. The right hon. Gentle- 
man when he accepted that said that he 
did so under circumstances of great 
pressure. All those who were affected 
by factory legislation regretted that this 
measure had been introduced so late 
in the session ; but they recognised that 
if the Home Secretary was to save his 
Bill it was necessary for him to make 
concessions where concessions were 
demanded. The Home Secretary pro- 
posed to take out the clause under dis- 
cussion and re-enact the clause of 1895. 
That clause was only passed six years 
ago, and having regard to the enormous 
changes effected—some of them good 
and some of them not very admirable— 
in the provisions of this great Bill, that 
clause of 1895 might be allowed a little 
longer trial. He would remind the 
House that this Bill was intended to 
codify and simplify the whole of the 
Factory Laws in one measure, and as a 
manufacturer, expressing the views and 
opinions of many other manufacturers, 
he said that their opinion was not 
particularly strong in regard to the 
inspection of conventual institutions. 
What they were anxious about was to 
have the whole of the Factory Laws 
embraced in one statute, so that they 
could see at a glance, as it were, how 
their business was to be carried on. He 
hoped that the motion of the right hon. 
Gentleman would be accepted by the 
House. He did not plead for the con- 
ventual or charitable institutions, but 
what he wanted to press on the House 
was that, whether they accepted this 
clause or went back to the clause of 
1895, it was perfectly clear that they 
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had to exempt the conventual and 
charitable institutions because no fresh 
conditions could be imposed. Following 
on what had been said by the hon. 
Member for Berwickshire, he might say 
that he had received a letter from a very 
large trade laundry firm in the neigh- 
bourhood of Paisley. It was dated 
31st July, and was from A. Bell and 
Sons, Limited, and he would read the 
exact words in order that the House 
might realise the strong view held in 
regard to this matter— 

“As to charitable institutions, we cannot 
understand why the Irish Members should be 
allowed to sway the decision of a strong 
Government. Institution laundries, with build- 
ings and plant provided by private or public 
benefaction, and often subsidised by public 
subscriptions, compete with other laundries on 
an unjust footing ; and when allowed to work 
any number of ‘hours and under no restrie- 
tions the injustice is intensified.” 


Having regard to the position of this Bill, 
its importance, and the impossibility of 
everybody getting his own way, he 
thought they should take the line of 
least resistance, and strike out the 
amended clause, and re-insert in the 
schedule the clause in the Act of 1895. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said the question which the House would 
lave to decide was whether they should 
take an amendment of the law embodied 
in Sub-clauses 1, 2, and 3, which the 
Home Secretary had declared to be 
valuable, and against which hon. Mem- 
bers had not a single word to say. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It would not be in 
order to reserve the Amendment on 
Sub-section 4. If the House decide in 
favour of the Amendment now before it, 
the whole clause must go. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that the only 
argument used by the Home Secretary 
and the hon. Member for Renfrewshire 
was that Sub-clauses 1, 2, and 3 would 
impose further restrictions on the laun- 
dries which would increase the cost of 
labour and production. He thought 
that was a wholly wrong view, as was 
shown by the experience of the Factories 
Acts. These sub-clauses did not impose 
any new restrictions on employers. 
What they would do would be to put 
the employment by bad employers in 
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the same position as employment by good 
employers; and there would be no 
increase of cost of labour and production. 
It was the opinion of many laundry 
employers that these sub-clauses would be 
good for the laundries themselves. The 
letter which the hon. Member for Ren- 
frewshire read raised no objection to the! 
sub-clauses ; the objection was ‘to the 
exemption of the conventual laundries, 
which would apply fully as much to the 
Act of 1895 as it would do in the clause 
under discussion. The organised em- 
ployers had declared themselve; in 
favour of these restrictions, and in face 
of that they could not believe that they 
would increase the cost of production. 
No reason had been shown why what 
was admitted to be a valuable improve- 
ment of the law should not be accepted. 
The Home Secretary proposed to drop 
the three first sub-sections of the clause, 
because he was afraid that on the 4th 
he might be driven by the compact 
which he had made with the Irish 
Members—— 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I absolutely: deny 
that there has been any compact. * 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he was extremely 
sorry to have used a word that was 
in any sense offensive, and he frankly 
withdrew the observation. Although 
there was no compact, or anything in the 
nature of a compact, the hon. Gentlemen 
representing Irish constituencies had 
expressed their feelings as to Sub-section 
4 with such great strength that the 
Home Secretary no doubt understood 
that unless he acceded to their views his 
measure would meet with considerable 
opposition. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: What I mean, and 
said, was that if this clause, as it stands, 
remains in the Bill, I feel perfectly certain 
that it will be utterly impossible to pass 
the measure at all. This clause would 
not therefore come into operation 
at all. So the hon. Gentleman’s argu- 
ment falls entirely to the ground. 

M‘KENNA: 


Mr. What an extra- 


ordinary statement to come from the 
Home Secretary, who is a member of the 
Government which has forced measure 
after measure through the House without 
Amendment by the use of the closure ! 


Mr. McKenna. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: Not a Bill with 163 
clauses. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that they had 
already reached the 103rd clause, and 
there was such a thing as the block 
closure, to which the Government could 
have resorted, and -which would have 
enabled the right hon.. Gentleman to 
carry. through the Bill if he had 
pleased. As a matter of fact, the Amend- 
ments on the Paper were so few that 
he would have had no difficulty in so 
doing. The right hon. Gentleman was 
taking ground which was wholly incon- 
sistent with the past experience of the 
Government. As they knew only too 
well, the Government had used their 
powers as a relentless Juggernaut to 
override the forms and privileges of the 
House, and now, forsooth, when they 
had the chance of passing a measure— 
not to grant doles, or to secure the 
dominance of the clerical party in the 
schools—they found themselves reluctant 
to use those methods they had invariably 
employed. on =previous occasions + ‘The 
explanation of:the right hon. Gentleman 
did not mend his éase in the least: -He 
had an opportunity of. making a valuable 
Amendment::of; the-law,. which -he--re- 
jected. at the bidding of. the : smallest 
of the three sections of the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman had» wasted 
his opportunity: and: sacrificed: his: im- 
mense majority, and an’ almost: un- 
paralleled opportunity for.doing some- 
thing to settle a vexed question, because, 
forsooth, it would take-from his holidays 
half a day oraday. He deeply regretted 
that the right hon. Gentleman-should 
have moved this Amendment. 1 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow College) said that in his belief, 
notwithstanding the lecture to the Home 
Secretary given by the hon. Gentleman 
opposite, the proposal made by the right 
hon. Gentleman to omit the clause 
altogether was the only way to escape 
at this stage out of the difficulty. Sup- 
pose that the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for North Monmouth had been 
taken to keep the clause as it stood, the 
first thing the hon. Members from 
Ireland would have done would have been 
to crowd the Order Paper with Amend- 
ments, and no advance could possibly 
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have been made, so that a Bill of the 
greatest value would have been destroyed. 
He was not prepared to run that risk. 
The Bill as it stood was a monument of 
surrender of the Government where 
surrender was not necessary. He was 
very much surprised when the hon. 
Member spoke of the compact made 
by the right hon. Gentleman in charge 
of the Bill with the Irish Members. 
The compact which he made was the 
compact which gentleman crossing 
Blackheath made with the gentlemen of 
the road who demanded their money 
or their life. In all seriousness, although 
he thought the course proposed by the 
Government was the wisest in all the 
circumstances, he maintained that what 
had happened in the Standing Committee 
was unworthy of the House of Commons, 
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It is certainly a somewhat surprising 
experience to hear a Member of the 
Radical party inviting the Government 
to put in force closure by compartments 
in order to shut up the Irish party. But 
I pass from these observations, which 
are difficult to take seriously, and I come 
to the serious speech of an hon. Member 
opposite who has taken an active part in 
connection with this Bill. He expressed 
some doubt as to the value of the changes, 
and at all events stated that he would 
prefer to omit the whole clause, as it 
stands, rather than accept it with the 
exemption of the charitable institutions. 


Mr. RENSHAW: What I conveyed 
was that the clause is now so changed 
that I would prefer it should be omitted, 
| because I disapprove of the advantage 





and hardly to be described by a word | which it would give in competition. 
less strong than cowardly on the part | 
of a strong Government. | Mr. DILLON: I understand the hon. 
| Member’s position. It is that inasmuch 

Mr. DILLON : I do not think the hon. las the restrictions by this Bill have been 
Gentleman who has just sat down has | largely increased in stringency, that the 
been just to the Irish party in regard to | Severity of competition would be greatly 
this Bill. We could have killed this Bill imcreased by the exemptions. Well, the 
at any moment if we had wished. It is | hon. Member below the gangway de- 
a very complicated measure, and nobody | molished that by saying that the restric- 
knows better than the Home Secretary | tions did not in the slightest interfere with 
that what I sayistrue. But throughout | competition. Where, therefore, is the 
we abstained, and not only that, but | doctrine which is one of the main argu- 
during the proceedings in Committee | ments, and the very argument of the 
upstairs we consistently assisted him in | hon. Gentleman opposite—the argument, 
carrying this Bill, and assisted the Radical namely, of undue competition! Why, 
party in improving the Bill, and I am not | then, is the communication from the 
quite sure that the tone adopted by some | Associated Laundries brought forward 





of the Radical party, after all these days | by the hon. Member for Berwickshire ? 


during which we steadily voted for the 
improvement of the Bill, is either fair or 
generous. The hon. Member for North 
Monmouthshire tried to induce inex- 
perienced Members of the House to 
imagine that we were voting on the 
question whether the whole clause should 
stand part of the Bill or not. That is 
only a technical point. The question 
now is whether the clause stand part of 
the Bill or not, and it is on that issue that 
the opinion of the House is going to be 
taken. I pass on without commenting 
upon the observation of the hon. Member 
as to the power of the Government to 
override the will of the smallest section 
of the House. It is rather new to us to 


hear from the Radical party that we are 





such a contemptible section of the House. 


VOL. XCIX. 


[FouRTH SERIES, ] 


Mr. TENNANT: Does the hon. Mem- 
ber deny that there is competition ? 


Mr. DILLON: No; but the hon. 


Member for North Monmouthshire does. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I deny that the in- 
creased restrictions under the Factory 
laws cause any additional expense. 


Mr. DILLON: So that it makes no 
difference. Where then, if there is no 
increased cost, does the undue compe- 
tition come in? The whole thing is 
ridiculous. I dwell on this argument of 
unfair competition suggested by the hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire, because I con- 
sider it to be the only serious argument 
that has been put forward against our 
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views. I could not help contrasting the 
tone of his argument with that of other 
hon. Members opposite. He abstained 
from a single insulting reference to the 
Irish conventual institutions which do 
laundry work. The same remark may 
be made of the Home Secretary, who con- 
ducted the Bill upstairs with extra- 
ordinary skill and patience. The hon. 
Gentleman went on to say that these 
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|escaped from one of these institutions by 
jumping from the window of a fourth 
storey, I think he said, on to the roof of 
another house, and that when they were 
picked up by the police they said they 
would commit suicide rather than go 
back. I asked him on what ground he 
based that charge. He comes before the 
House of Commons to endanger a great 
Bill, and he selects as the ground for the 





charge a suspicion of horrible ill-treat- 


institutions subject the trade laundries to 
ment of these girls, and, knowing the 


unfair competition because the plant is 
supplied by public subscription. I admit | gravity of the charge and the feelings of 
that there is some slight weight in the | passion to which it would give rise, yet 
argument from that point of view, but | he bases that charge on a cutting from 
what can be done with these poor home- | a newspaper referring to some incident 
less, houseless creatures to whom these | alleged to have taken place years ago in 
institutions offer a refuge when all others | Sheffield. He gave no details or particu- 
are closed against them? Are you pre- | lars in support of the charge, and when 
pared to turn these people away and | challenged on the point he could not 
let them become the hopeless victims | verify what he said, and did not even 
of the evils of society ? Are you going! know whether the newspaper cutting 
to deny them the right to work in these | was a genuine one or not. I now ask 
institutions and obtain there a refuge | with confidence—I ask our friends and 
from the cruelty and the awful lives to| our political opponents—is that the 
which they are exposed? Surely no|conduct an English gentleman and a 
man in this House is prepared to stand up | Member of this House ought to stoop to! 
and say that he would shut the doors of | I know something, and my friends 
hope and mercy on these poor outcasts. | around me know something, of the lives 
What remedy then remains in the way | led by these convent ladies—women who 
of competition ? You must only trust | have turned their backs on all that makes 
to the good sense of those who conduct | life dear to the ordinary human being, 





these institutions, whether Catholic nuns 
or Protestant sisters; and as regards 
the Catholic institutions I may say that 
the nuns charge higher prices for the 
work done in order to avoid as far as 
possible competing unfairly with ordinary 


and who devote their whole lives, without 
| hope of reward, to one of the most painful, 
|most difficult, and distressing occupa- 
tions anyone in this world could under- 
take, whose convents in Ireland are the 
objects of admiration and sympathy of 


laundries. everyone acquainted with their work 

I will try to be as moderate as I can | and record, no matter what his religious 
in dealing with the statements of the | belief may be, and I have known thou- 
hon. Member for Berwickshire, though | sands with no religious beliefs at all who 
[ must admit that his speech was such|have admired them just as much. 
as should make the Irish blood boil in} Against the ladies in charge of these 
my veins. I remember that, many years | institutions a breath of calumny was 
ago, I travelled all the way from here to | never uttered, and no charge was ever 
Berwickshire to assist the hon. Member | made against their fair name and fame 





in his election ; but in all my experience 
I never listened to a more cruel, a more 
wounding, or a more unjustifiable charge 
than that which was levelled by the hon. 
Member against comparatively defence- 
less ladies, or a charge that was based on 
so utterly flimsy a foundation. What 
did the hon. Member say? Without 
mentioning his authority, he charged, 
in the basest possible way, that five or 
six years ago two unfortunate girls 


Mr. Dillon. 


for the last twenty years since ] entered 
public life in this country. But now it 
remains for a Liberal Member of Parlia 
ment to make the charge in this House, 
and on what grounds? On the con- 
temptible basis of a cutting from the 
Sheffield Independent he makes a charge 
which is practically an indictment of all 
the Catholic convents in the country. 
What is the work these ladies are engaged 
in? I say that in the whole annals of 
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the Christian Church there is no greater 
or more difficult work of charity than 
that in which these ladies are engaged. 
The doors of their convents are thrown 
open to the wreckage of human society, 
and to my knowledge the poor girls, the 
victims of the conditions of society, who 
enter these doors, are welcomed, not as 
hired servants, but as members of one 
and the same family. And when the 
hon. Member talks about girls escaping 
from these convents he does not under- 
stand what he is saying, because there 
is no need for them to escape. The doors 
are open to them to come or go. The 
nuns have no legal right to detain them 
if they do not choose to stay. 
in from the streets when all the world has 
shut them out and denied them both | 
refuge and sympathy. When they tire | 
of the convent they leave, sometimes 
to return to their evil courses, but when | 
they again return are they denied forgive- | 
ness by thenuns? No; they come again | 


{13 Aucust 1901} 


They come | 


Acts, éc., Bill. 678 


charges, and as uttered against the con- 
vents of France I do not believe them. 
I am surprised that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Oxford University 
gives the weight of his authority to the 
misconception that we are asking for the 
exemption of Catholic institutions be- 
cause they are Catholic. Nothing was 
further from the truth or more at vari- 
ance with the facts. I have heard re- 
peated charges that we are striving to 
shelter establishments where young 
children are employed. What are the 
facts? All the convents in Ireland 
to which children are sent under the 
Industrial Schools Acts are inspected 
by Government inspectors. In my own 
constituency in East Mayo there are 
|two large convents, and in connection 
'with one of them an important woollen 
factory is carried on. Both are inspected 
| by Government inspectors, and the nuns 
never dream of objecting. As a matter 
| of fact, half the convents in Ireland are 





and again, and every time they come they | thus inspected, and therefore I will ask 
are welcomed. These are the ladies who| hon. Members to dismiss from their 
the hon. Member insinuates are selfish | minds the idea—which I believe has been 
and capable of sweating and ill-treating | deliberately circulated by people who 
the poor creatures who seek their aid. | know it to be false—that we are asking 
I will not deal with what the hon.| for the exemption of Catholic convents 
Member said about the French convents. | as such. We are asking exemption for a 
The shameful charges made against them | certain class of institutions in which, on 
by some newspapers in this country I | account of the character of the inmates, 
believe to be base, contemptible, and | inspection would interiere with discipline. 
lying charges. The hon. Member was | We are assured by those experienced in 
ashamed to give the whole catalogue | the working of these institutions that 
of the charges. I will mention one of the intrusion of the inspector—and I say 
them. In the scandalous circulars sent | it frankly, I think the female inspector 
round I find it stated that the French |is the worst—would be detrimental to 
nuns kept these girls working hard and | the discipline of these institutions. It 
sold their work to the rich prostitutes | was said that the whole thing could be 
of Paris. remedied by substituting the female for 

the male inspector. Well, I had a letter 


*Mr. TENNANT: I was not in the 


least ashamed of stating what I believed | 
All I said was that certain | 


to be a fact. 
things had occurred which were proved 
to have occurred in the official reports, 
and that we had no knowledge that 


similar things might not occur again. 


« ¢ + 
That was my argument. 


Mr. DILLON: The hon. Member 
did not give a single particular or detail 
in support of his charge against the 
French convents. But that is not the 
question with which we have to deal. 
I do not attach any weight to these 





the other day from the superioress of 
one of these institutions, in which she 
said, ‘“‘ For God’s sake save us from 
inspection if you can, but if we are to be 
inspected at all, let us have a male Govern- 
ment inspector.”” We are assured that 
the enormous difficulty of maintaining 
discipline in these institutions would be 
vastly increased by a system of hard and 
fast inspection, and for that reason alone 
we claim this exemption. I hold in my 
hand a communication I received some 
time ago from the Association of Reforma- 
tory and Refuge Unions of the United 
Kingdom in which laundry work is 
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carried on. It is signed by no less than 
150 representatives of these institutions, 
of which I believe not more than twenty 
are Catholic, and in that communica- 
tion they say that if the factory rules 
were introduced, the object for which 
these homes were founded would be 
entirely defeated. These Protestant 
institutions most of them appeal to us 
for help, and 1 myself have received 
many letters begging me to persevere 
and save them from the intrusion of 
inspection. That is the first ground 
on which we claim the exemption of 
these institutions. The inmates of these 
institutions are as free to leave them if 
they wish as any Member of this House 
is to leave this Chamber to-night. The 
discipline which is maintained is the 
discipline of a private family—that is, by 
affection and influence and not by fear 
of punishment or fear of restraint. 
Everybody knows that the girls, owing 
to the unfortunate circumstances of 
their lives, are extremely unwilling to 
subject themselves to outside inspection. 
It is cruel to force it upon them. The 
whole conditions of life are entirely 
different to what prevail in outside 


places. When they are sick they are 
not dismissed. Many of them are 
unwell coming into the convents, 
and have to be _ subjected to a 


long course of medical treatment. 
They have no home to go to, and they 
are all treated as members of the one 
family, and if they are at any time 
invalided they are attended to and treated 
within the convent. The work they 
perform, although no doubt it is an 
assistance towards maintaining the insti- 
tution, is mainly intended as a means of 


distracting the minds and occupying the. 
are the) 
grounds, and the only grounds, upon | 


time of the inmates. These 


which we claim this exemption. 


Now let me turn for a moment to what | 


happened. Hon. Members of the Liberal 
party to-night protest in the loudest 
possible manner against the action of the 


Home Secretary in sacrificing this 
valuable clause. Hon. Members came 


forward and declared that the conduct 
of the Government in throwing over 
this clause was nothing short of an out- 
rage. I think these gentlemen are guilty 
of rhost extraordinary consistency. We 


are told by some of the Members behind 
Mr. Dillon. 
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'the Home Secretary that his action is 
| cowardly, and some said, “ It is a con- 
| tract with the Irish Members.” I should 
like to put before hon. Members opposite 
_for their consideration some facts that 
will induce them to withdraw that 
statement. In the first place, there is 
/no compromise. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary acted perfectly 
straight. He, of course, as any right 
| hon. Member in charge of a Bill would, 
) inquired and negotiated with a view to 
adjust matters and bring about an under- 
standing. Having failed to bring about 
an understanding to which everybody 
could assent, he put the motion on the 
Paper which he has moved to-night, 
the course he now took, but when 
Liberal Members are so_ indignant 
with the right hon. Gentleman for this 
‘‘ base surrender,” as they describe it, 
to Irish Members, I beg of them to 
remember the action of their own party 
in 1895. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife declared that he 
agreed to accept the Amendment except- 
ing conventual and charitable Protestant 
laundries in 1895 because he had not a 
majority to carry his original proposition. 
Hon. Members on the Conservative side 
were in opposition in those days, and 
here is the record of the division by which 
these identical words in reference to 
| convent laundries inserted in the Grand 
| Committee in the present Bill were 
carried in 1895. The motion was made 
to insert the words exempting the con- 
ventual laundries from inspection by Mr. 
Secretary Asquith, and it was carried by 
thirty-eight votes to ten. Let me read 
the names of some of those who voted in 
the majority for the same words which 
are denounced as a base and cowardly 
surrender to the Irish party—Mr 
Allinson, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Sir James Fergusson, Mr. Hayes 
Fisher, Sir John Gorst, Mr. Heneage, 
Sir William Houldsworth—all members 
of the Tory party—— 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL: They 


are all now members of the Government. 


Mr. DILLON: That is a very stupid 
point, and it is not a fact. Sir James 
| Fergusson is not a member of the Govern- 
‘ment. I do not know whether Sir John 
Gorst would be considered a member of 
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the Government. Sir William Houlds- 
worth is not a member of the Govern- 
ment. Conservatives in 1895 joined in 
forcing this view upon the Government, 
and I am astonished to hear the views of 
some of the Tory party to-night. The 
Government to-day have nothing to be 
ashamed of in this matter. 
is not a “base surrender.” It is a 
reasonable concession to a body of people 
who have been of enormous service 
to humanity, and whose feelings and 


opinions are entitled to a due and fair | 


consideration. Whatever the future 
prospect may be—and I may say the 
Home Secretary was most anxious to 
meet every body—so long as the discipline 
of those institutions is not broken or 


interfered with, I venture to say that | 


the Home Secretary and the present 
Tory Government have nothing to be 
ashamed of in this transaction. There 
has been no surrender. There has been 


a fair exchange of opinion, a square fight | 
upon the merits of the case, and, for my | 


part, I thank the Home Secretary for 
the action he has taken to-night, although 
I regret that the whole clause will be lost 
to the Bill. That is not due to the action 
of the Irish party. It is the fault of some 


men—I cast no blame, nor make any. 


question of their sincerity—who are so 
narrow-minded or misled in their opinion 
that they are prepared to lose the clause 
and wreck the whole Bill rather than 
let these conventual and charitable insti- 
tutions conduct their own work. Sir, in 
dealing with great measures like this, in 
which the interests of millions of the 
working classes are concerned, it is a 
narrow, bigoted, and stupid policy to 
tisk a fight on so great and beneficent 
a measure for the sake of breaking in the 


doors of a few convents, against which | 
no man, except the hon. Member for | 


Berwickshire, dared to utter a word, and 
against which I challenge any Member 
of this House to bring a well-founded 
complaint. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) : The hon. Member 
who has just spoken attacked my hon. 
friend on apparently no stronger founda- 


tion than a circular letter sent by un-| 


known people to every Member of the 
House through this morning’s post. 
Many of us listened with interest to the 
powerful and eloquent speech of the 


{13 AuGcusT 1901} 


Their action | 


Acts, de., Bill. 682 


hon. Member for some justification of 
the position which he and his colleagues 
have taken up, and which they have 
forced on the Government. The root of 
the matter is that laundries attached to 
religious institutions claim that they 
should not be subject to the inspection 
of the Government factory inspector. 
All the time that this matter was being 
discussed in the Standing Committee 
upstairs, and during the whole of the 
debate this evening, I listened with atten- 
tion for a single logical argument which 
would show that there was any sub- 
stantial reason against inspection by a 
Government inspector of institutions of 
this kind. In my opinion the logic 
undoubtedly lies in the direction of 
| showing that institutions of an industrial 
| character, whether attached to religious 
denominations or not, if they carry on 
trade processes, may be, in certain cir- 
cumstances, used unfairly towards their 
employees, and should therefore be sub- 
ject to inspection. That is the view 
which many hon. Members who intend, 
as I intend, to support the Government 
to-night, take on this question. The 
history of the question is very short. 
The Bill originally provided for the 
inspection of all laundries. Then an 
hon. Gentleman opposite moved to 
exempt laundries attached to religious 





‘institutions, and the Government 
‘accepted that proposal. Then the 
laundry trade outside the religious 


_ institutions were up in arms, and claimed 

that they were justified in fearing that 

competition would press unduly upon 

them if one class of laundries was subject 

to Government inspection and another 

class was not. The last and final stage 
|in the history of this clause is that the 
|House is now asked to leave out not 
‘only laundries attached to religious 
‘institutions, but laundries of an ordinary 
|character. The question which the 
| House has to determine on this, one of 
| the last nights of the session, is whether 
/all laundries shall go free or whether we 
shall lose this Bill altogether. That, and 
‘that alone, is the question. It seems to 
_be a matter of expediency which, in all 
the circumstances, justifies the action of 
the Government. I was sorry to hear 
| my hon. friend apply such an epithet as 
_“ cowardly ” to the Government, and in 
| Particular to the right hon. Gentleman, 
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who has conducted this Bill both in the 
Grand Committee upstairs and in this 
House with consummate skill. It is not 
cowardly to give way when one 
cannot avoid giving way for the purpose 
of securing benefit to the people generally. 
The contrast between the proceedings 
upstairs and the debate to-night—espe- 
cially on the part of hon. Members oppo- 
site representing English constituencies— 
is that, while in Committee no party 
feeling or prejudice was shown, I regret 
to find to-night that the difficult cireum- 
stances of the case have been made the 
instrument of party warfare. [* Oh, 
oh!”’] That is the view which many on 
this side hold, if it is not held 
by the hon. Gentleman who interrupts. 


I do not know if he heard the 
speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife, 


but never did he or anyone attempt 
more thoroughly to make party capital 
out of a subject which all parties in the 
House recognise is for the welfare of the 
workers. The omission of this clause 
is a most regrettable circumstance, 
but it is less regrettable than the loss of 
the whole Bill. It is better to lose the 
clause than the Bill, because the loss of 
the Bill would be a loss to all workers 
throughout the country. It is a Bill con- 
solidating and codifying the whole of the 
laws relating to factories, a Bill which 
gives sanitary conditions and prevents 
overcrowding, and _ gives fences to 
dangerous machinery, and many other 
matters, including the bringing of the 
dangers of railway sidings within the 
purview of the House. I should hope 
that no hon. Gentleman, for the sake 
of party capital, or for the sake of a 
religious prejudice, would stop the pro- 
gress of such a Bill as this. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) 
thought it was to be regretted that the 
House had been compelled to listen to 
such a speech as had been delivered this 
evening by the hon. Member for Ber- 
wickshire. He had followedthe debates 
in 1895 and 1901 upon this subject 
through nearly all the stages, and he 


had never known a question discussed | 


more fairly and freely,or a question where | 
so much consideration had been given | 
one to another as upon this question, | 
both in the debate in 1895 and 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘this evening, with the exception 
of the speech he referred to. He 


knew of no question which had been dis- 
cussed more free from religious feelings, 
| and he thought the speech to which he 
| had referred was a mistake. It was not 
intended to be offensive, but it was 
offensive owing to the allegation made 
against a particular convent in Sheffield, 
which he trusted, if inquiry were made, 
'would prove to be utterly unfounded. 
'Hon. Members on the Irish benches 
would admit that he had consistently 
|and persistently taken a contrary view 
|to that which they held upon 
this particular point. He had taken a 
_view free from religious bigotry, and 
‘had discussed the question from the 
‘point of view of citizenship and the 
| protection of the State to everybody, 
|whether Jews or Roman Catholics, 
| Protestants or Freethinkers. He took 
the simple ground that, as the greater 
embraced the less, so every institutiong 
charitable, industrial, competitive, or 
| religious, ought to comply with the 
‘common sense of most, and accept 
such sanitary and medical inspection as 
| the law said should be carried out. He 
thought, considering the increase of 
, these religious and philanthropic insti- 
tutions, the time had come when these 
people should no longer be exempted 
|from those standards of inspection that 
| other people would have to conform 
to if they were in the free air of 
competitive private enterprises. It 


was upon broad political, industrial, 
and social grounds that he took 
‘this view. He desired to remind the 
\Irish representatives that the exi- 


gencies of political warfare and party 
strife frequently gave one of the parties 
in the House a parliamentary advantage 
which some people envied, but which 
‘earried with it great responsibilities. 
|The position of the Irish party to-night 
| was similar to that which they occupied 
in 1895, when they held the balance of 


power. He differed from the hon. 
Member for East Mayo upon the 
‘history of this question. He knew, 


‘and the hon. Member for East Mayo 
ought to know, if he did not, and 
would be, he believed, the first to 
admit, that when in 1895 the Factory 
Act was before the Grand Committee on 
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Trade, the right hon. Gentleman the | he might have found words to meet the 
Member for East Fife was absolutely in | difficulty. The ‘‘God’s own Garden ”’ 
the hands of the Irish Members. | case was an instance of how an impostor 
He was so anxious to get his Bill | had imposed upon public charity for an 
through that he was absolutely de-, apparently good object. He did not 
pendent on the Irish party, and that | believe the Magdalen Homes or the 
was the true reason why the words of the Church of England Refuge Homes were 
clause then adopted were accepted. | capable of such things, but the factory 





Then they came to 1901. The Govern- 
ment had a nominal majority of 140, and 
were confronted with a mere nominal 
Opposition of less than 140, the Irish 
Members holding the balance of power 
on this Factory Bill as much as in 1891. 
He would ask Irish Members whether, 
on an industrial point of great magnitude, 
affecting millions of people in their own 
country. as well as in England, Scotland, 
and Wales, it was wise, in their own 
permanent interest, to play the rdle of 
Shylock, and to exact the entire pound of 
flesh. and in so doing perhaps perma- 
nently damage their own cause. They 
might win the exemption of conventual 
laundries, but that victory might lead, 
when political circumstances were less 
favourable to them than at present, to a 
demand for an amendment of the 
Laundry Acts altogether, under cireum- 
stances which they would he 
to resist, and they would have to sub- 


mit to conditions perhaps worse than if | 


they now adopted the view of the right 
hon. Member for Oxford University, or 
accepted the omission of Sub-clause 4. 
This Bill considerably improved the 
condition of scores of thousands of men, 
women, and young persons in private 


laundries apart from religious institu- | 


tions. The motion of the Home Secretary 


meant that for an indefinite period, | 


owing to the peculiar circumstances 


unable | 


reports showed that irregularities took 
| place in some of these laundries, where 
| the inmates worked under insanitary con- 
| ditions, and the managers of these institu- 
| tions were not looked after in the same 
| way as those employers who came under 
| the Factory Act. If the Amendment were 
carried it would simply leave the inspec- 
| tion of laundries alone for years to come, 
| and would perpetuate suspicion of good 
laundries, and place the best of them 
‘under a ban of religious bigotry and 
| prejudice which they might at once 
jescape from by submitting to that 
| reasonable inspection which many of the 
|lady superiors did not object to. Com- 
| petition did not do anyone any harm, 
| but if one section of laundries was to be 
| exempted from the clause, those laundries 
would have the advantage of those 
not exempted. to the damage of the 
outside laundries. Private enterprise 
would be handicapped, and girls would 
have to be kept for longer hours on low 
wages and under insanitary conditions 
because the conventual and other laun- 
dries had been exempted. Parliament 
had no right to subject these girls to 
| worse conditions than at present, but the 
/exemption of these religious laundries 
would undoubtedly have that effect. 
In many cases it was poverty that led to 
prostitution, and, anxious as he was to 
| rescue the fallen, he was not willing to 


of the exemption of religious institutions, | grease the path down which virtuous 


laundry workers, than whom there was 
not a more over-worked, more under- 
paid, more badly treated, and worse 
organised body of people in this country— 
these people were to be put outside the 
operation of those excellent reforms in 
the Laundry Act simply because a few 
religious laundries were to be exempt. 
In this case the Home Secretary had 
gone further than the Irish Members 
wanted. There ought to be some means 
by which the Magdalen Homes might be 
excluded without excluding hundreds 
of other institutions which might not 
be so well-managed as these homes. The 
Home Secretary had been negligent, or 


women would fall. He had not a word 
to say against the way in which many 
of the religious institutions were carried 
on, and he did not impugn the motives 
of Irish Members to whom he was 
grateful for their assistance on labour 
questions, but he appealed to Irish 
Members not to persist in the course 
they had adopted on the present occasion. 
If they persisted they would win, but 
victory under such circumstances would 
be worse than defeat, and he believed that 
before two years were over abuses and 
irregularities would spring up in 
other institutions 


besides those now 








that opinion 


exempted, so public 
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would be compelled to place every|in the case of an institution which is 
laundry, whether religious or not, | genuinely conducted, upon philanthropic 
under a common standard of sanitary | principles, by self-denying persons who 
law, factory inspection, and medical | have no selfish aim, and whose whole 
regulation. Because he appreciated what | object is to benefit their fellow-creatures, 
the Irish Members had done for labour | those high motives are always or even 
—and he had tried to reciprocate their | necessarily a sufficient protection against 
action in that respect—he regretted | abuses. Abuses sometimes creep into 
their attitude on the present occasion. any institution, whatever its character 
and motive, from which all publicity 
THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA-|is excluded. But I do not think 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester,|that is the question before us, 
E.): Ido not wish to say a word against|The hon. Gentleman who has just 
the earnestness or genuineness of the |sat down and the right hon. Gentle- 
speech to which we have just listened, | man the Member for East Fife, the late 
but I really must say in regard to the | Home Secretary, have given us a version 
hon. Member who made it, and also in | of what occurred in 1895 and compared 
regard to the hon. Member for Berwick- |it with what we propose to do in 1901. 
shire and the late Home Secretary, | They have drawn the comparison in such 
that they have all spoken to-night, and | a way as to be very much to their advan- 
intend to vote, precisely in the opposite | tage and very much to our disadvantage. 
direction from that in which they spoke | For the life of me I cannot understand 
and voted, not merely in 1895, but a few|in what the distinction consists. The 
days ago in the Grand Committee. | right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
The hon. Member who has just sat down | Fife, when he was at the Home Office in 
and the hon. Member for Berwickshire 1895, brought in a much shorter Bill 
both voted for the Grand Committee | than this, in which he dealt with factory 
on the exact Amendment which is now legislation. In that Bill he introduced 
before the House, although I except ja clause dealing with laundries. When 
the late Home Secretary in that respect. he came face to face with the _parlia- 
/mentary situation he found that he had 

Mr. JOHN BURNS said that on the | to choose between his clause and his Bill. 
Second Reading of the Bill of 1895 and Having to make that choice, he, in my 
in the Grand Committee he had expressed opinion, behaved with common sense, 
the same views as he had that night. He gave up his clause and he kept his Bill. 
| We have practically the same choice before 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. US: and, that being so, I think we shall 
ollow the same course. How does the 
right hon. Gentieman try to draw a dis- 
tinction between the case of 1895 and 
1901? He says: “In 1895 I was 
bound hand and foot to the Irish Mem- 
ers. We could not command a majority 





Gentleman will refer to the records of the 
Grand Committee, I think he will see 
that this actual question was put and that | 
he voted for it. I do not wish to press 
that point, but I do think that the 


recollection of these very recent utter- ° : +h 
ances and decisions on the part of hon. | 1 the Committee or the House with- 


Gentlemen should moderate the fervour Ut the help of the Irish Members. 
of their advocacy on this occasion. 1|1 gave way. What else could you 


z o, 99 
do not, in the very few remarks I intend expect me to do? I had to do it. 
to make, propose to deal with the neces- 


[A NATIONALIST Member: Or go out.| 
sity of inspection in these philanthropic I admit there was that difference. ! 
institutions. My own instincts and think it Is a new doctrine that office was 
inclinations are on the whole in favour 8° Very important, and everybody knows 
of that publicity which comes from that it is not a case of office with the 
inspection. But, speaking of a great Present Government. We could drop 
many very excellent institutions which 0Ur Bill without the question of office 
are outside this debate altogether, 1 


being affected in the smallest degree. 
know that very good people sometimes | The injury would not be to Government 


do very bad things. I certainly do not | OT the Government majority, but to the 
mean to lay down the proposition that | working classes of this country. 


Mr. John Burns. 


i 
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Mr. ASQUITH : It is not a question | try to arrive at some general agreement, 
of office at all. It is a question of the| would be absolutely unworthy of the 
Bill. responsibility thrown upon them. 

My hon. friend the Member for the 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not sug- | College Division of Glasgow, who 
gest for a moment that the right hon. | made an able and interesting speech just 
(tentleman has any unwholesome craving | now, introduced in the closing sentences 
for office, and, that being so, where is the | of his remarks the epithet “ cowardly,” 


choice between us? If we choose md 
clause we must drop the Bill. I presume 
the argument is this. In 1895, if the 





which he applied, I think, to my right 
hon. friend, and, I suppose, to the Govern- 
ment of which my right hon. friend is a 
mem ber. 


Government had had to keep the clause, | Epithets like ‘cowardly ” 
they would have dropped the Bill. That | should be used, I venture to say, in 
is exactly the position here. It is a de-| the most sparing manner even of those 
lusion to suppose that because there is no |from whom you profoundly dissent. 
chance of a Government defeat on the | They should never be used of those with 
Third Reading of this Bill that conelu-| whom you habitually agree. That is a 
sively shows that if the Government per- | canon of parliamentary manners which 
severes, as it is called, with the Bill, the| we who have reached middle life have 
Bill would not be lost. The Bill is not | no difficulty in maintaining, and which 
merely a great amending Bill, but a great | my hon. friend, with his enviable youth 
consolidation Bill. It is a Bill of 160/ will, I am sure, easily be able to acquire. 


clauses, and do let us as men of common | 
sense remember that Bills of 160 clauses | 
cannot be passed through this House 
under our present rules, or under any | 
rules at all resembling them, except by | 
something in the nature of general con- 
sent. I remember an interesting expe- 
rience of my own connected with a Bill 
which was, I think, even longer than the 
present Bill—a Bill dealing with local 
government in Scotland. I think the, 
original measure had over 200 clauses. 
Two gentlemen alone on the opposite 
side of the House concerned themselves 
with that measure. The Bill was passed, 
but in the process we dropped at least 100 
clauses. It is only by that kind of mutual 
concession which brings unanimity that | 


Bills on this scale can be passed. It would | 


have been very desirable in some respects, | 
I think, if the Government could have | 
introduced the Bill without touching 
upon this controversial point, but I think 
it would have been impossible. At all 
events, it would not have been right, 
because there might have been a chance 
of arriving at a compromise. At one 
time I thought there was a good chance 
of a compromise, but that chance has 
been dissipated, and we find ourselves 
face to face with a Bill on 99-100ths of 








_great measure of 


But really, in this matter, there is no case 
of courage or cowardice. The position 
is perfectly plain to every man with the 
smallest knowledge in this House. If 
you try to pass this Bill by agreement, a 
consolidation and 


‘amendment will be embodied in the law 


of the land. If you do not try to pass 
this Bill by agreement, you will not pass 
it at all. That is plain common sense. 
I absolutely refuse to admit the argu- 
ment that we are bound to vote for every 
clause and every sub-clause, and that, 


rather than give way on a single point, 


the whole great measure should perish. 
It would be the height of imprudence on 


|the part of any Government to try to 


push through a measure of this character 
on such a principle. It may be that 
there should be a separate Bill, after 
proper investigation, dealing with this 
particular industry. But if you try to 
embody in a consolidation Bill subjects 
upon which no agreement is possible, 
upon which the profoundest feelings are 
stirred, you will never pass a consolida- 
tion Bill at all—you will never be able to 
deal with a measure on this scale, and 
legislation will suffer accordingly. I 
venture to say that of all the many 
difficulties which we have to contend 





which there is general agreement, but on | with in this House in carrying out the 
the 1-100th of which there is profound, | legislative work entrusted to us, the 
bitter, implacable dissent. A Govern- | greatest difficulty is to know how to deal 
ment which under those circumstances, | with Bills involving an immense number 
dealing with a consolidation Bill, did not | of provisions. The mere work of con- 
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solidation has been stopped for four or 
tive years by the action of one of my 
friends on this side of the House. 
There is no difficulty whatever on the 
part of any Member to stop that work 
if he chooses. The result is that we are 
bound in introducing a measure of this 
kind to have regard to the inevitable 
conditions which we cannot stamp upon 
or overcome by a mere effort of the will, 
conditions which must regulate our 
conduct. There is, therefore, no con- 
cession of principle in the course we have 
adopted, and no cause for bringing | 
against us the odious charge of cowardice. 
We may not have embraced the whole 
subject within the ambit of our measure, 
but that cannot be a sufficient reason for 
accusing the Government of weakness or 
cowardice, or any other of the charges 
which have been urged against us this 


{COMMONS} 


692 
Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 


Acts, &c, Bill. 


'he did not rise to continue the debate 


upon the merits of this question, but 
simply to ask the Home Secretary for 
some explanation of the course the 
Government were going to pursue after 
this motion had been carried. He under- 
stood that this motion was only the pre- 
liminary to other motions which would 
be made at a future stage of the Bill in 
this House. He desired to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if on the schedules he 
would introduce into the Bill the clause 
from the Act of 1895. 


'*Mr. RITCHIE: I intend to propose 


an Amendment in one of the schedules 
which will set up the existing law. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 65; Noes, 


afternoon. 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
As juith,Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Bell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fowler. Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Asx. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ambrose, Robert 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


237. 


AYES. 


Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lewis. John Herbert 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Morgan,{J. Lloyd\Carmarthen) | 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel. 

Norman, Henry 


NOES. 


Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood,James 

Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boyle, James 

Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 





Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 


(Division List No. 469.) 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Sinclair, John (Farfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

| Thomas,J.A.(Glamorgan,G’ wr 
| Thomson, F. W.(Yorks, W. R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks,W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Tennant and Colonel 
Sandys. 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamiltom 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 








693 


Colomb 
Colston 
Condon 
Cox, In 
Cranbo 
Crean, 
Cripps, 
Crossle} 
Cullina: 
Davenp 
Davies, 
Delany, 
Dicksor 
Dillon. . 
Disraeli 
Donelar 
Doogan 
Dougla: 
Doxtoré 
Duffy, | 
Duke, I 
Durning 
Dyke, R 
Elibank 
Fellowes 
Ferguss« 
Field, W 
Fielden, 
Finlay, § 
Fisher, | 
Flannery 
Flavin, | 
Flynn, J 
Foster, P 
Gardner 
Gilhooly, 
Godson, § 
Gordon, 
Gordon, 
Gore, Ho 
Gorst, R 
Green, W 
Greene, ] 
Greene, \ 
Groves, J 
Guthrie, 
Hain, Ed 
Hamiltor 
Hammor 
Hanbury 
Hardy,L 
Haslett, § 
Hayden, 
Healy, T 
Heath, J 
Henders« 
Hig ginbc 
Hope, J.F 
Houldsw: 
Hoult, Jc 
Houston, 
Howard, 
Hudson, | 
Joyce, Mi 
Kenyon, I 


Remai 
*Sir_ ( 


leave ou 
attentior 
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Colomb, Sir John C. Ready | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount | 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile | 
Cullinan, J. 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan,*P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir WilliamTheodore | 
Duffy, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gilhooly, James 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby- (Line.) 
Gorst, Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hammond, John 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 

Heath, J. (Staffordsh., N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope.J.F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Joyce, Michael 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh) 


Remaining words added. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE 


Keswick, William Pemberton, John S. G. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. Penn, John 
Law, Andrew Bonar | Pierpoint, Robert 


Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Lawson, John Grant Power, Patrick Joseph 
Leamy, Edmund Pretyman, Ernest George 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Leveson-G ower, Frederick N.S. | Purvis, Robert 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry Randles, John S. 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) Reddy, M. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) Redmond, John E. (Waterford): 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee Redmond, William (Clare) 
Lowther,RtHnJW(CumbPenr Remnant,James Farquharson 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) Rentoul, James Alexander 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) | Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Lundon, W. | Ritchie,Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Mavartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Macdona, John Cumming | Roche, John 
MacDonnell. Dr. Mark A. Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) Royds, Clement Mulyneux 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift Rutherford, John 
Maconochie, A. W. Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim,E.) Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


M‘Cann, James Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
M‘Fadden, Edward Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
M‘Govern, T. Seely,Capt.J. E.B.(Isleof Wight 

| Malcolm, Ian Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 


| More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | Smith, HC(North’mb,Tyneside 


Morgan, DavidJ.(W’lthamstow | Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F.. Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) Spear, John Ward 


Mount, William Arthur | Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Muntz, Philip A. Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Murnaghan, George Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Murphy, John Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Sullivan, Donal 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Nannetti. Joseph P. Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G. )OxfdUniv. 
Nicholson, William Graham Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Thornton, Perey M. 


Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway, N. Tollemache, Henry James 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Tully, Jasper 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Valentia, Viscount 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Walker, Col. William Hall 
O'Doherty, William White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) Wiliams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Williams,RtHnJ Powell-( Birm. 
O’Dowd, John Wills, Sir Frederick 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Wilson, A.Stanley (Yorks, E.R.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. | Wilson,Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
O'Malley, William Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
O’Mara, James Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Parker, Gilbert Sir William Walrond and 
Parkes, Ebenezer Mr. Anstruther. 


object of those who obtained the insertion 
of this clause was to bring compensation 
moved to into operation in places from which it 


leave out Clause 104, in order to call was excluded at the present time, but 
attention to its wording. He said the the words in the clause would not be 
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held to bring in compensation, and if the 
words could be made clearer it ought to 
‘bedone In the interests of the industrial 
classes their position in regard to com- 
pensation should be clearly defined. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out Clause 104.”—(Sir Charles 
Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
from the word ‘the,’ to the word 
‘machines,’ in line 14, inclusive, stand 
part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the hon. Member 
for the Scotland division of Liverpool 
was the author of the clause, and that 
hon. Member deserved great credit for 
the negotiations carried on with the 
shipping industry. which had secured 
for those working in the docks the great 
advantage which they would receive 
‘in consequence of the insertion of this 
clause. He knew the clause was drawn 
with the idea that it would include them 
in the Compensation Act, and they were 
advised that it would have that effect. 
He did not believe it would be possible 


to go further in that direction, and he, 


-should be disappointed and astonished to 
find that the eminent gentleman whose 
advice had been acted upon were wrong 
and that the right hon. Baronet was 
right. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he assumed that the 
question would be carefully considered. 
He was grateful to the right hon. Gentle- 
man for the observations he had made. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


{COMMONS} 


Acts, &c., Bill. 696 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR said he 


was quite satisfied with that assurance. 
Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 57, line 30, after the word ‘ factory’ 
to insert the words ‘if, in pursuance of the 
provisions of this Act with reference to regula- 
tions for dangerous trades, regulations are 
made with regard to the process of painting 
with inflammable paint, such regulations may 
apply to that process as carried on on board 
any ship in any dock, harbour, or canal as if 
the ship were a factory.’””—(Mr. Tennant.) 











Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it would be im- 
possible for him to embody this addition 
to the clause in the Bill, for the simple 
reason that it would be converting a 
ship into a factory for the purpose of the 
Bill. It would be quite impossible for 
the Home Office to inspect the ships. 
The limiting words of the hon. Member 
were extraordinarily wide. What he 
proposed to do, if it would satisfy the 
hon. Member, was to communicate with 
|the shipping companies on the subject, 
and to endeavour by some suggestion 
which he thought the Home Office 
might usefully make to do away with 
undue risk in the painting of ships with 
| inflammable paint. 





| Mr. JOHN BURNS said he was sorry 
|that the Home Secretary had _ not 
accepted the Amendment of the hon. 
/Member for Berwickshire, because it 
ifrequently happened that men were 
| burned in the most serious way by the 
_use of inflammable paint on board ships. 
| “7° 

| He trusted that, failing the acceptance of 
‘the Amendment, the Home Secretary 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver-! would at once, and before going on 


pool, Exchange) said that where parti-| holidays, direct the attention of the 
cular industries, such as docks and rail-| shipping companies to this particular 
ways, were partly drawn within the form of accident and ask them to take 
provisions of the Bill there should be a} what steps they could to prevent their 
statement in the Bili indicating what | recurrence. 

‘sections did and did not apply to them. 

| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said he entirely agreed | 

with his hon. friend. The numbers of} Sirk FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone) 
the clauses must be put in at the very| moved an Amendment to make the 
end, when all the Amendments had been | words “ any gangway or ladder used by 
disposed of. He would take care that) any person employed to load or unload 
| or coala ship ” in Sub-section 2 of Clause 


‘that should be done in another place. 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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104 apply to any gangway or ladder on | 

either side of the ship. Did the words | 

apply to either side in the section as it | 

now stood ? | 

*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, certainly. 

| 

Sir FRANCIS EVANS said he was 

satisfied with the explanation of the, 
right hon. Gentleman. 


{13 Aucust 1901} 








Acts, de., Bill. 698- 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the: 
Question.” 

Mr. JOHN BURNS, in supporting 
the Amendment, said they ought to get 
rid of this ridiculous measurement. It 
had been universally condemned by the 
authors of the Bill, the judges, and the 
Court of Appeal. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it was not for him 


'to endeavour in this Bill to deal, with 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


| Acts. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE moved the 


omission in page 58, line 15, of the 


words ‘‘ which exceeds thirty feet in 
height.” He said the House ought not 


to re-enact these words, because they had 
led to enormous difficulty in cases where 
there had been litigation. 

| 


“In page 58, line 15, to leave out the words 
‘which exceeds thirty feet in height.’”—(Sir | 


Amendment proposed— 


matters arising out of the Compensation 
He did not think it would be 
wise to alter the clause so hastily.', It 
would have no effect on the Compensa- 
tion Act. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE asked whether 
the Secretary of State was right in saying 


| that the alteration would have no effect 
| on the Compensation Act. 


If so, his 
argument on Clause 144 was wrong. 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 


175 ; 





Char'es Dilke.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. Fitzroy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Coiomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 








AYES, 


Colston,Charles Edw. H.(Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mance’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster,SirMichael (Lond. Univ. | 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest | 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick | 
Gordon,HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gord on,J.(Londonderry,South | 
Gore, Hon. 8.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) | 
Gorst, Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD. (Wednesbury 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Gribble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 








Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. | 





Noes, 124. (Division List No. 470). 


Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashford. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


| Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Heath,James(Staffords.,N.W. )} 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth): 
Lawrence, Wm. F’. (Liverpool), 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S), 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Middlemore, John T. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.J asper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford | 
Mount, hag Arthur 
Muntz, Philip 

Murray, Cheetos J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc, Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. {Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
‘Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fiavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Mr. RENSHAW moved 
the word ‘* March ” 


Factory and Workshop 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
| Ritchie,Rt.Hon.Chas.Thomson | 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux | 


and insert the word ! 


{COMMONS} 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge) | 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 


Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles | 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight) | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel i. (Hertford,East) 
Smith;H.C.(North’mb.Tyn’sde | 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | 


NOES. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 


| Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) | 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norva' Watson 
Hobhouse, C. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick : Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Doherty, William 


to leave out |“ June” in 
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Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxt’d Univ. 


|, Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
| Zritton, Charles Ernest 

| Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt. Hn.J.Powell(Birm 
Wills. Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley(Yorks., E.R.) 


| Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR AyES — Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg Richard 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M."(Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer,Rt.HnC.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower) 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

White, Luke (York, E. RB.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr. 


John Burns and Mr. 
Warner. 
page 59, line 15. Why 


had this date, and also 1st September, in 
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each year been selected as those on or 
before which the lists should be sent to 
the inspector ? 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 59, line 15, to leave out the word 
*March,’ and insert the word ‘June.’”—{Mr. 
Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
March ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


**Mr. RITCHIE said he could not accept 
the Amendment. He could not say why 
these dates were chosen, but he had no 
doubt they were chosen carefully by the 
gentlemen who had the framing of the 


Bill. 


Mr. RENSHAW accepted that state- 
ment, and asked leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RENSHAW moved an Amend- 
ment the effect of which was to secure 
that the lists should be sent to the district 
council in which the workmen or con- | 
tractors were employed instead of to | 
the district council in which the factory | 
or workshop is situate, as provided in the | 
Bill. If that was carried, it would be | 
unnecessary to have Sub-sections 2 and 3. 





Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 59, line 19, to leave out the words 
‘the factory or workshop is situated,’ in order 
to insert the words ‘such workmen or contrac- 
tors are employed.’”’—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
there was to be no such thing as freedom 
or liberty to any man in regard to this 
matter. Why should district councils 
be burdened with all this labour ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said this was 
only a question of detail. This Bill would 
throw a great deal of work on the district 
councils which used to be done by the 
Government inspectors, but it was too 
late now to raise an objection to that. 


*Mr. RITCHIE pointed to the con- 
ditions imposed by the Bill with respect 
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to sanitary arrangements, and _ stated 
that the modus operandi proposed in the 
clause was the only way in which the 
Act could be properly administered. 


*Mr. TULLY said the explanation of 
the right hon. Gentleman did not convey 
conviction to his mind. He thought 
the hon. Member for West Renfrewshire 
was justified in moving the Amendment. 
He was not in favour of this proposal, 
which would have the effect of crippling 
home industries in Ireland. In _ his 
opinion those very small industries 
would be very injuriously affected. If 
they wished to improve the status of the 
people of Ireland they could only do it by 
establishing small industries. One line 
along which they sought to improve the 
condition of the people of Ireland was by 
combining small industries with agri- 
cultural pursuits. The object of this 
clause was to divorce small industrial 
pursuits from agriculture. One hon. 
Member who supported this clause said 
that he wished to wipe out the small 
industries—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is discussing the whole 
clause, and that is not in order. 


*Mr. TULLY said he 
endeavouring to show—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must not discuss my ruling, and he can- 
not go on arguing my decision. 


was only 


*Mr. TULLY said that this proposal 
was expanding the law altogether too far. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) said that what the hon. 
Member was now proposing was a far 
more difficult piece of legal machinery 
than that which was contained in the 
Bill. The employer had to send a list 
of those he employed to the district 
council. It was extremely difficult to 
settle what the boundaries of some dis- 
trict councils were, and he thought this 
proposal would lead to a good deal of 
confusion. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to give the House 








703 Factory and Workshop 
some reason for the extraordinary 
method of book-keeping which it was 
now proposed should be attached to 
their district councils. He objected to 
this additional burden being thrown 
upon Ireland. For the purpose of 
enabling the right hon. Gentleman to 
give some reason he begged to move his 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 59, line 30, after the word ‘ council,” 
to insert the words ‘in Great Britain.’”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


{COMMONS} 





be there inserted.” 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said he hoped the Home Secre- 
tary would not accept this Amendment. | 
He had had some practical experience 
of the way in which this work had been 
carried on. It was the wish of the 
working men of Dublin that some such 
clause as this should be carried. He 
would much sooner have a state of 
things under which employers had 
proper workshops, but so long as they 
had these out-workers they ought not 
to exempt Ireland from this clause. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
said he supported the Amendment of 
his hon. friend. The case referred to 
by one hon. Member for the City of | 
Dublin did not apply, because Dublin | 
was under a corporation, and the object | 
desired by the hon. Member would be | 
obtained by inserting the words “ urban 
councils."” He thought they had every 
reason to press this Amendment upon 
the Home Secretary. There was no 
reason why local bodies should have 
this impost placed upon them, and he 
hoped that the Home Secretary would | 
yield to this reasonable Amendment. 








*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not think it is! 
desirable in the general interests of the | 
community that Ireland should be | 
exempted from this clause. I am in- 
clined to think that hon. Members 
who have spoken upon this point have 
greatly exaggerated any expense which 
will be incurred by this system. 


*Mr. TULLY said the right hon. Gentle- 
man evidently did not know what was | 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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going on in Ireland. He spoke on 
behalf of the small employer, and he did 
not see why they should be harassed 
in Ireland by regulations which were 
not required. In Ireland, if one of 
their clerks used his pen a certain number 
of times more than he had been accus- 
tomed to, he at once applied for an 
increase in his salary. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot go into the question 
of salaries upon this subject. 


*Mr. TULLY said he was only men- 
tioning this as an illustration—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member to conform to my ruling. 


*Mr. TULLY said that one of the 
reasons why they wished to exempt 
Ireland was that in the rural districts 
they did not wish to increase their ex- 
penses. Great Britain was a manufac- 
turing country, and Ireland was not, 


| and—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order: The 
hon. Member’s remarks are not relevant, 
and I must request him to resume his 
seat. 


*Mr. TULLY : I was only—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I call upon the hon. 
Member, under the Standing Order, to 
resume his seat. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he desired to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR said the 
object of this Amendment was to avoid 
a multiplicity of registers where one was 
sufficient. This applied more particularly 
in the case of dock undertakinys. He 
moved this Amendment on behalt of the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 
They had under their charg) large 
numbers of docks, wharves, quays, and 
boiler sheds. Hitherto it had beon the 
custom of this Board to keep one register, 
but, according to the provisions of this 
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Westminster as references to the council of the 


Bill, every dock, wharf, quay, warehouse, is ret 
city and the city.’ ”’—(Colone! Legge.) 


or engine shed was a separate factory, 

and a separate register had to be kept. Question proposed, ‘* That those words 

The result was that over fifty separate be there inserted.” 

registers would have to be kept by the : 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. *MR. RITCHIE: [ am afraid I cannot 

The object of this Amendment was to accept this Amendment, although | am 

enable such boards to keep one register, | desirous of recognising to the fullest 
extent the dignity of the City of West- 


as hitherto. | ; ; . 
minster. I could not think of making 
an exception amongst all the councils 


2 te & : sa 
“In page 72, line 36, after the word !" London. The City of London is a 
‘observed,’ to insert the words ‘with the con- Very special locality and has always 
sent of the inspector one general register may been separately described in Acts of 
be kept for the factories and workshops on one Parliament. 
estate within the jurisdiction of such inspector.’ ” 
Y, q “ ° es ’ x hd e 
—(Mr. Charles MArthur.) CoLoneL LEGGE said he would with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I can assure the hon. 
Member that the present practice of 
keeping one register may be followed 
in the future in regard to the Mersey ~ ; . 

Docks and Harbour Board even under |, In page 83, — 35, after _ word 
his TN. I edvee that thet courses will) [o> to insert the words ‘under any 
this Dull. g d | general or local Act or any Provisional Order 
be much more convenient. {confirmed by Act or otherwise.’ ”"—(Mr. Ren- 


| shaw.) 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: Then Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
J beg leave to withdraw my Amendment. |}, there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. *Mr. RITCHIE agreed to accept this 


Amendment. 
Amendment proposed— _ , : 
“In page 72, line 39, to leave out the word , MR. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
‘an” and insert the word ‘the’”— (Mr, | Said he was very much surprised at the 
Coghill.) Home Secretary accepting this Amend- 
| ment. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word | 
‘an stand part of the Bill.”’ *Mr. RITCHIE . I agree that the 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | words are unnecessary. 


Other Amendments made. | Mr. CALDWELL: Then why agree to 
r : , | put in those words at all ? 
Cotone. LEGGE (St. George's, |! 
Hanover Square) said the object of his) *\fp. RITCHIE: I have accepted them 
Amendment was to obtain some Trecog- in order to oblige my hon. friend who 
nition in this clause of the City of West- represents Glasgow ‘and I understand 
P , ° . . asevw, ¢ . 
minster. Reference was made in the that the Corporation of Glasgow desire 
clause to the City of London, the Common ¢, faye this Amendment inserted. I 
Council, the Metropolitan Boroughs and agree with the hon. Member opposite 
Borough Councils, and the City of West- that the words are quite unnecessary. 
minster was not mentioned. 


Question put. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 83, line 27, after the word ‘city,’ | _ ; 
to insert the words ‘as regards the city of | Noes, 143. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 134; 
(Division List, No. 471.) 


AYES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. | Anson, Sir William Reynell | Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Anstruther, H. T. Balcarres, Lord 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Balfour, Rt. Hon, A.J,(Manch’r) 
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Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds) 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Saviie 

Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliamHart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustuslrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, C.P.(Gloucester, Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Big wood, James 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brown, George M.(Kdinburgh) 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
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. Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford | 


| Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 


| Duffy, William J. 


| Field, William 


’ Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 


{COMMONS} 


Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, RtHon. Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Kt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmo’ th | 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


NOES. 


Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C 

Doxford, Sir “W illiam Theodore 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Elibank, Master of 


Fielde on, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Michael (Lond. Un. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt, Hn. Herbert J. 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfo’d 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


! Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


-Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv, 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col: William Hall 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt. Hn. J. P. (Birm.) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Renshaw and Mr. 
Banbury. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese,SirJ osephF’.( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, RtHnJW.(Cum.Penr. 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
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M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Malcolm, Ian 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Edw. J. C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary,M. ; 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0’Connor, T, P. (Liverpool) 
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O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Other Amendments made. 


Mr. RENSHAW said his reason for 
proposing the next Amendment was 
that whilst in England the position of the 
medical officer was definitely laid down by 
statute, that had never been defined in 
the same way in Scotland. The duty of 
defining the relative duties of the medical 
officer and the sanitary inspector was 
devolved upon the local authority subject 
to the approval of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 85, line 32, after ‘1897 ° to insert 
the words, ‘‘ Provided that the report referred 
to in section one hundred and thirty-two of 
this Act shall be made by either the medical 
officer of health or the sanitary inspector, as 
the local authority, subject to the approval of 
the Local Government Board for Scotland, may 
direct."—(Mr. Renshaw. } 


“cc 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Sim MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University) urged his hon. friend not to 
press the Amendment. Medical officers 
of health were specially trained medical 
men. They were trained in preventive 
medicine and it was required of each 
that he should be well acquainted with 
sanitary matters. On the other hand, 
sanitary inspectors were a very mixed 
lot. Some were very good, many were 
indifferent, and some were bad, and in 


many cases they were subject to outside | 
influences from which medical officers | 
‘ 


Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Vorfarshire) 


Mr. Caldwell 
Broadhurst. 


and Mr. 


were free. He ventured to think that 
even in Scotland the medical officer of 
health was a better person than the 
sanitary inspector. The medical officer 
was able to make himself acquainted with 
all that was necessary to form the report 
for the Secretary of State. He had to 
make that report not to the local autho- 
rity, but to the Secretary of State for the 
United Kingdom. 


Mr. CALDWELL expressed the hope 
that the Government would not accept 
this Amendment. The local authority 
had not got jurisdiction with regard to 
the carrying out of the Factory Acts, and 
therefore it was desirable that the 
medical officer should make the report, 
he alone having the necessary qualifica- 
tions. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said the local authority should 
have the power to decide who should 
make the report. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said it was better 
that the medical ofticer should make the 
report. The duty of making the report 
to the Home Office should not be de- 
volved on a subordinate officer. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said they should have an indication what 
view the Government took of the matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he had not paid 
very much attention to the Scotch 
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clauses. The intricacies of Scotch law | insisted that cottage industries should 
procedure were so great that he confessed | be carried on under the same conditions 
he preferred to rely on other people in | as factories and workshops in England. 
this matter. He appreciated the motives | In the debate upon the Address at the 
which had prompted his hon. friend to beginning of this session he suggested 
move the Amendment, but he could not ; that in any legislation with regard to 


accept it. factories and workshops the carrying 
' out of this Act should be left to the Con- 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | gested Districts Board. The right hon. 
Gentleman must know that the Factory 

Other Amendments made. Act of 1895 did a great deal towards 


wiping out small industries in Ireland. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY moved an Amend-| A deputation waited upon Sir Matthew 
ment having for its object to make the | White Ridley in the year 1895, requesting 
provisions of Part VI. of the Bill with him to exempt the shirt-making industry, 
reference to home work applicable only , and they obtained an exemption because 
to the urban districts so far as Ireland | it was proved to the satisfaction of the 
was concerned. He asked the Home | right hon. Gentleman that it would imply 
Secretary whether any member for an/| an enormous hardship not only upon 
agricultural constituency had sought | small industries, but upon the labouring 
to have these provisions applied to the | and farming classes. Would the right 
home industries of Ireland. There had hon. Gentleman assert that a woman 
been nothing of the kind, but for the living in a one-roomed cottage in Ireland 
sake of an idiotic infatuation for unifor- | was to carry on the making of a dozen 
mity it was proposed to apply the Act stockings under the same conditions as 
all over the kingdom. He would respect-| a factory in England! He urged the 
fully say that there were a number of right hon. Gentleman te accept this 
small industries in Ireland which were | Amendment, and not place cottage in- 
quite unsuited to have the provisions of | dustries in Ireland under another ban. 
the Bill applied to them. He thought Coons. SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
these small industries might be carried N.) sai ee ick ie ee 
on in their humble way without inter- | * -) said that upon this point he s _— 
Livtiiann tog White WE. ? ‘certainly support the Amendment which 
: had been moved by the hon. and learned 
Amendment proposed— reer opposite in the interests of the 
. 1andloom weavers in Ireland. 
“In page 88, line 33, after the word ‘same, 
; > y, ‘ 2 rial ~ r DP. 
te inet the words “the provkions of Be we. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
M. Healy.) ‘a little more consideration should be 
| given to the argument submitted by the 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | hon. and learned Member for NorthLouth. 
be there inserted.” ' There did not seem to have been any 
knowledge of the Irish case displayed in 
*Mr. RITCHIE: [ am afraid I cannot | the debate, and legislation intended for 
accept the suggestion of the hon. and other places was not always applicable 
learned Member. Where there are no to the small industries in Ireland. At 
instances of this kind the Act will not the present time all classes in Ireland were 
apply, but where there are I am sure very heavily rated, and if it was enacted 
the hon. and learned Gentleman would that every district should have an in 
say that they ought to be conducted spector, the expense in some of the poorer 
under proper sanitary conditions, and distriets would be grotesque. The entire 
that is the whole thing. value of some of the small industries was 
_very trifling, and he thought the House 
Mr. O'DOHERTY supported the ought to give a little more consideration 
views expressed by the hon. and learned to this question. If the Home Secretary 
Member for North Louth. He said he was | would express his willingness to look into 
afraid that the Home Secretary knew this matter, perhaps his hon. and learned 
very little of the conditions of life among | friend would be satisfied with such a 


the small industries of Ireland if he | promise. 


Mr. Liittchie. 
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Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said that twenty-five years ago 
he was Chairman of the Royal 
Commission on Factories, and there 
was nothing impressed him more than 
the great importance of not pressing 
hardly upon petty industries. There 
were many small districts in Ireland 
where village industries, such as glove- 
making, and other trades, were carried 
on, and where the people engaged in 
these small trades were engaged in a 
perfectly healthy occupation. He re- 
membered that plenty of evidence was 
placed before the Commission to which 
he had alluded proving that these small 
industries in Ireland were not suited to 
the Factory Acts, and he believed that to 
bring them under the Factory Acts would 
do more harm than good. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that the 
case for inspection of these small indus- 
tries in Ireland had been clearly shown 
by the factory inspector’s report. 


Mr. ‘I. M. HEALY said that it was the 
dishonest report of a dishonest inspector. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that he 
was sorry to hear the hon. and learned 


Member speak in that way, because the | 


inspector in question was one of the best 
and ablest in His Majesty’s service. 


COLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 


that the inspection of small industries | 


which had been suggested would crush 
out many of the petty industries in Ire- 
land, the effect of which would be to drive 
more of the Irish people to America and 
to the English towns. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that 
there is some fear on the part of Irish 


Members that certain small industries | 


in some remote parts of the country are , 
likely to be seriously affected by this pro- 
vision. I do not see how it is possible 
to put in words which will exclude those 
particular industries, which we all desire 
not to interfere with, and yet will include 
those industries which we all agree ought 
to be supervised. The hon. and learned | 
Gentleman has sprung this matter upon 
me without notice, but, although I cannot 
make any definite promise, I will cer- 
tainly consult with my advisers in the 
course of to-morrow to see whether any- | 
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_ same trade which made jewel cases. 


| side. 
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, thing can be done to relieve some hard 
| cases referred to by the hon. and learned 


Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would be 
the last person to delay the proceedings 
after such an offer had been made. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the hon. 
and learned Member for North Louth had 
been allowed to make a very serious accu- 


‘sation against one of the very best in- 


spectors they had got in the service, and 
he regretted that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not considered it to be his duty 
to defend this inspector. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I did not hear the 
name of the inspector mentioned, but I 
am sure that we have no more straight- 
forward, honest, and able official than 
the inspector who has been alluded to. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Schedule 1 :— 
An Amendment made. 


Schedule 2 :— 


CAPTAIN BALFOUR — (Middlesex, 
Hornsey), in moving the Amendment 


standing in his name, explained that 
ornamental fittings in jewellers’ windows 


were those fittings on which watches 
were hung, and they were made by the 
The 
makers of these articles worked side by 
Up to November last year the 
makers of both classes of goods were 
allowed to work overtime, but at that 
date the trade was warned that, while 
they might work overtime at jewel cases, 
they might not do so at ornamental 
window fittings. The trade maintained 
that they were just as much subject to 
pressure of work at Christmas time with 
respect to window fittings as fancy 
boxes and jewel cases. The whole 
pressure on the trade came ten weeks 
before Christmas. The manufacturers 
complained that if their workers were 


| not allowed overtime in making window 


fittings there would be serious incon- 
venience to the trade. The women in 
the trade, about 300 altogether, were 
perfectly contented as they were. They 





715 
worked from eight in the morning to 
eight at night. They had no grievance 
as to overtime. He appealed to the 
Home Secretary to reconsider the request 
of the jewel case makers. 


Factory and WW ‘orkshop 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 93, line 29, after the words ‘box 
making,’ to insert the words ‘and covering 
jewellers’ ornamental window fittings; or.”— 
(Captain Balfour.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it could not be 
contended by any stretch of imagination 
that the manufacture of * jewellers’ orna- 
mental window fittings ’’ was a business 
liable to a sudden press of orders. He 
really could not see, in any case, how the 
Amendment could be inserted under 
this particular sub-section, but he depre- 
cated the addition by Parliament of this 
industry to those mentioned. In fact, 
the Secretary of State always had the 
power, where it was shown that it was re- 
quired, to allow overtime. He believed 
that representations had been made 
with regard to this particular branch of 
the jewel trade to his predecessor, and 
he would undertake to look into it, 
further, but he could not assent to the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Schedule 6 :— 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said the effect of the schedule was 
that, where there was an electrical in- 
stallation in a private residence for the 
purpose of luxury, the place was not a 
factory within the meaning of this Act, 
but if such an installation took place in 
a bank, counting-house, or insurance 
oftice, for the comfort and convenience 
of the clerks, those premises would come 
under the Act. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 101, line 26, after the word,‘ busi- 
ness,’ to insert the words ‘ where the number of 
persons employed in generating or transforming 
such electrical energy exceeds four.’”—(Mr, 
Banbury.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Captain Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
*Mr. RITCHIE said he could not accept 
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the Amendment. It seemed to him 
perfectly clear that if regulations of this 
kind were required for operations such 
as were dealt with in the schedule, the 
fact that the number of persons employed 
did not exceed four was not a reason for 
exemption from the provisions of the 
Bill, which were meant to secure safety 
to those working in connection with 
electrical plant. His hon. friend had 
stated that under the sub-section as it 
now stood banks in the City could be 
regarded as factories. That was not the 
case at all. He assured the hon. Member 
that no premises such as he had referred 
to would be inconvenienced by the Bill, 
but he would introduce words to meet 
the views of the hon. Member. He had 
not had the smallest representation 
made to him that this provision was re- 
garded as an onerous one at all. There 
might perhaps be a slight amendment 
made in it, so as to make it quite clear 
that it would come under the provisions 
of the Act. He would suggest the addi- 
tion of the words “ or such part of any 
premises.” 


M. HEALY said he wished 
to know why the National Telephone 
Company was to be exempted, and why 
its premises should not be treated as a 
factory. They had an enormous number 
of batteries at some of their establish- 
ments, and there must be considerable 
danger to the young ladies employed 
there, especially during thunderstorms. 


Mr. T. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
asked why this should not apply to every 
private house which had an_ electric 
installation. He understood that the 
intention was to limit the application 
of this provision to buildings regarded 
as factories and productive works. He 
understood that the purpose of the Bill 
was to safeguard every place where 
there was an electric installation. ‘They 
must have either one thing or the other. 
The provision must either apply to every 
place where there was an electric installa- 
tion or else it must only apply to ordinary 
factories. 


*Mr. TULLY said that this was a most 
important question affecting the small 
in Ireland. Ireland was a 
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country of water power, while England { (Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
used largely coaland steam. He thought | ‘ section twenty-two,’ be there inserted.” 
that by this definition they would cripple | 

the starting of small industries along Wr MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) 
the rivers of Ireland, because they would | moved as an Amendment to the pro- 
have to submit themselves to harassing | posed Amendment, to add after the 
restrictions in regard to sanitation and word “twenty-two” the words “ except 
ventilation. For instance, in these small paragraphs (a) and (b) of sub-section (3).” 
electric lighting works they would not He said his object was to omit a certain 
be allowed to employ young persons | portion of a clause in the 1895 Act which 
after four o'clock on Saturday. The) the Home Secretary proposed to read 
right hon. Gentleman had given them | jnto this Bill. ‘i 

a very favourable answer with regard | 

to small home industries, and he hoped | 
he would grant an exemption with 
regard to small electric works. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“To add after the word ‘twenty-two,’ the 
Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) eal -s,~ oeh la of sub- 
said he feared that such places as surgeries 
and dentists’ establishments would be 
factories if this definition was allowed 
to stand. 


Question proposed, ”’ That those words 
| be added to the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. TENNANT said the real question) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR asked whether 
was that they wished to make the special the right hon, Gentleman was in order 
rules apply all along the line. ‘in again raising the question in regard 

_to laundries which had been decided that 

Mr. LOUGH said he hoped the right | °¥°™"S: 

hon. Gentleman would carefully consider | 


the suggestion which had been made. | Mr. T. M. HEALY: We should have 
the Amendment read to us, and we 
Mr. BANBURY said that if the words | would be able to judge. 
which had been mentioned were left out | 


of the clause he would agree to withdraw | Mr. SPEAKER: 


: T have not had an 

a —., eg - Kno}, | opportunity of comparing the two, to 
_ vs “ 7 Pen ag 1a ricerca . | see whether they are in exactly the same 
wou e allowed an opportunity of | jonms. 


moving his Amendment again in case | 


the alteration did not t with his 
prov. |. MR. JOHN REDMOND : The words 


' are identical. 


| 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. Sas : 
Mr. MACARTNEY said he did not 


| propose to repeat now what had been 
istated on the question, whether or not 
}laundries in connection with philan- 
‘ thropic, charitable, and religious societies 


Mr. BANBURY: Then I will with- 


draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | ought to be brought under the provisions 
‘of the Bill, as he himself believed they 
Other Amendments made. + ‘ought. On the ground that they came 
‘into competition with laundries which 
Schedule 7 :-- | were run commercially he thought the 


' House should have an opportunity of 
‘voting on the distinct issue whether 
‘laundries which were run for philan- 
“In page 102, line 30, after the word . ‘ : oa 
‘twelve,’ to insert the words ‘section twenty- thropic purposes should be excluded 
two’ "—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) from the provisions of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend is 
really asking the House to reconsider 
the decision which it arrived at a few 
hours ago. 
overwhelming majority, 
they would not make any alteration in 
the existing law. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said that before 
they took the division alluded to he 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether 
or not this Amendment was going to be 
moved, and it was largely on account 
of the reply given that many hon. Mem- 
bers voted as they did. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: That does not inter- 
fere with my argument in the least. 
What I maintain is that he is asking the 


House to reverse the decision it arrived | 


at an hour or two ago. The decision 
of the House must be given effect to— 


namely, that the law should remain | 


as itis. It is necessary to make provision 
in the schedule for the revival of the 
clause in the existing Act of Parliament. 


I think it would be most unfortunate | 


if we were now to begin again to discuss 
a question which has been discussed 
at such great length. I make no com- 
plaint about the hon. Member moving 
his Amendment, but I do hope that the 
House as a whole will consider that the 
decision which was arrived at 


question, and I hope hon. Members 
will support the Government in their 
effort to give effect to what was then 
decided by the House. 

SAUNDERSON 


COLONEL said he 


was well aware that this was a very) 


disagreeable subject to the Home Seere- 
tary. 
that can possibly be adduced in favour 
of carrying out this special arrangement 


with regard to laundries was that, if he | 
did not carry it out, they would lose the | 


rest of the Bill. Had it not been for 
Jaundries conducted by certain religious 
orders in Ireland they would never have 
heard one single objection to this pro- 
posal, The Bill as it was passed in the 


{COMMONS} 


The whole question was | 
then debated, and the House, by an | 
decided that | 


a few | 
hours ago was a decision upon the whole | 


He knew that the only argument | 
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Grand Committee included ail those 
laundries, and when this question was 
reached then the difficulty of his right 
hon. friend at once commenced. He 
found himself at once confronted by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, who objected 
to any kind of inspection or supervision 
of any institution over which a Roman 
Catholic presided. He did not blame 
them in the least for doing this, because 
hon. Gentlemen opposite below the 
gangway rode in a political chariot with 
a priest on the box seat, who held the 
reins, and they had to go where they were 
driven. His right hon. friend, knowing 
the capacity for opposition on those 
benches, realised that unless he gave way 
he might lose his Bill. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had a tremendous power in this 
House, which they used to flatten out his 
right hon. friend the Home Secretary. 
| They said to him, “Ifyou do not con- 
sent to exclude these laundries which 
are conducted in Ireland by the nuns 
from the operation of this Bill we have 
got a power now to prevent you carrying 
this Bill which we never had_ before. 
| We have got a power which we can turn 
/upon you if you do not consent to our 
terms. If you do not consent we will 
give you a dose of the hon. Member for 
South Kilkenny ; and if we do that, what 
will happen to your Bill? Why, it will 
be swept out of the House by a muddy 
cataract of oratorical blather.” The 
hon. Member for South Kilkenny had 
“bored ” his way to a very distinguished 
position in this House. 


Over every institution over which 
Roman Catholic priests or nuns had 
authority the word “ taboo ”’ was written 
up, and hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
bound to oppose any effort made by the 
‘lay authorities to inspect any such 
institution. He ventured to say that 
the great majority of hon. Members, 
whether on this side or the opposite side, 
| would agree with him that all institutions 
of this kind ought to be inspected. With 
regard to these laundries, the inspection 
would be carried out by a female in- 
spector, and the work of the institution 
would not be interfered with. [An Hon. 
_MembBer : Why had you not the courage 
of your convictions two hours ago ?| 
This inspection would not bring the 
inspector in contact with the nuns. As 
far as interfering with the nuns was 


| 
} 
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concerned, an inspection of the laundries 
could not cause the slightest incon- 
venience. It was because hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were bound to oppose any 
effort made by any lay authority to 
inspect institutions which were guided 
and governed by Roman Catholics that 
they had offered this fierce opposition 
und had flattened out his right hon. 
friend. He was quite aware that the 
ilome Secretary was carrying out a 
bond he had made with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. They had fulfilled their part 
of the bargain, and it was only the autho- 
rity of the Leader of the Nationalist party 
which prevented the Member for South 
Kilkenny rushing after every legislative 
hare that was started. When they 
divided the House upon this question he | 
claimed that every hon. Member who | 
helieved in the necessity of equal treat- | 





| 
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ment of institutions, whether presided 
over by a Protestant or a Catholic priest, 
would go into the lobby with him and 
make a protest against the direction in 
which the Government seemed inclined 
to go. They were going to have a 
Catholic university in Ireland in order 
to satisfy the demands of the Nationalist 
party, and now they were asked to make 
this distinction between societies pre- 
sided over by Roman Catholic nuns, and 
for what reason? Simply because those 
who presided over these institutions 
would not tolerate any interference from 
any outside authority. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 51 ; Noes, 
180. (Division List No. 472.) 





Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 


Bell, Richard 

sroadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Crombie, John William 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Duffy, William J. 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | 
Bignold, Arthur | 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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| Bullard, Sir Harry 
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AYES. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


NOES. 


| Boland, John 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boyle, James 
Brassey, Albert 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 


| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cogan, Denis J. 


| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


2E 








Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J. C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Roberts, John H. (Denhbighs. ) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A.(Glamorgan,G’wer 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. KR.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


AYES— 
and, 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Colonel Saunderson 
Mr. Macartney. 


Colston, Chas. E. W. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
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Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gilhooly, James 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hammond, John 

Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardie.J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf'rd 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, J.F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Joyce, Michael 

Keswick, Wiiliam 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol, 


Lowther, RtHnJ W.(Cum.,Pen. | 


Question, “ That the words 


Great Indian Peninsula 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Lundon, W. 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy, John 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath | 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal (‘Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | 
O’Dowd, John | 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. | 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincol1.) 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East} 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb.,T’neside 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G,(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,\ 


| Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, a 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
White,Patrick( Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt. Hn. J.P. (Birm. 


| Wilson, A. S. (Yorks, E.R.) 


Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


twenty-two ’ be there inserted,” put, and’ Gerald Balfour, Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamber- 


agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


| lain. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS 


(No. 2) 


BILL. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS [SALARY}. 


Resolution reported. 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of a Salary not exceeding 
£1,000 a year to another of the Commis- 
sioners appointed under the provisions of 
the Light Railways Act, 1896.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


“To provide for the payment of 


‘another of the Light Railway Com- 


missioners,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time this day, and to be printed. [Bill 
294.] 


EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES) 
BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported 
without Amendment ; to be read the 
third time this day. 
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725 LInnacy (Ireland) 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Considered in Committee ; Committee 


report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL [Lords]. | 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Mr. CALDWELL said this was a Bill to 
legalise marriages which had taken place 
in places of worship which had not been 
consecrated. It was no use for the 
(fovernment to go on with Bills of this | 
kind. It would be seen from the 
schedule that marriages had been cele- 
brated in some places which were not | 
consecrated over seventy years ago, and 


wcording to this Bill all those marriages | 


would be invalidated. 


{13 August 1901} 





| Expenses). 
Schedule :— 


Mr. CALDWELL said that no one 
| could tell when the date of the consecra- 
| tion was, and there was nothing in the 

Bill to determine what the period should 
| be. He would move to leave out of line 
35 the words ‘between the date of 
consecration of the Church and the 
passing of this Act.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I presume 
that the date of the consecration is not 
known in this case. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he was sur- 
prised that they were asked to pass an 
Act to legalise a certain thing done 
| between certain dates and yet the 
| Attorney General could not tell them 
| the date, and they had no knowledge of 
lit whatever. They had the dates in 
| all the other cases except this particular 
one, and he moved that progress be 





What was the reported until the Attorney General 


position of those parties ? Many of those| had got the information required in 
people were dead, and therefore they | regard to this date. 
could not legalise their marriages at all. | 


It was a common thing to go back thirty | 


years, and even the Home Secretary 
himself had discovered two cases of this 
kind since the Bill was brought into the 
House. That was not a fair way to deal 
with the statutes of marriages ; there- 
fore he should oppose this Bill, because 
it did not meet the difficulty at all. He 
hoped they would have some promise 
from the Government that this matter 
would be dealt with on proper lines, for 
there might be hundreds of people whose 
marriages were illegal by the law of 
England, and some steps ought to be 
taken to deal effectively with this ques- 
tion. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs) 
assured the hon. Member that there was 


Committee report progress; to sit 
| again to-morrow. 


REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
DEATHS BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BIL]. 


Read a second time and committed 
for to-morrow. 


LUNACY (IRELAND) [EXPENSES]. 


Resolution reported. 


“That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of ail the Ex- 
penses incurred in relation to Criminal 





no foundation for the objections he had 
raised, and he hoped they would allow 
the Bill to pass. 


Clauses 5 agreed to. 


Lunatics under any Act of the present 
session to amend the Law relating to 
Lunatics in Ireland.” 


Resolution agreed to. 
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LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL (Lords. | Amendments made. 


Considered in Committee. ' ee 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


An Amendment made. | 
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS’ BIL. 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTONE said 4, amended (by the Standing Com- 
he ee eee Net gos | mittee), further “considered ; Amend- 
a ee a Chief Secretary | ments made ; Bill read the third time, 
; ; a" | and passed, 
what was being done in regard to | ‘ 
the establishment of a _ pathological | 
school in Ireland. | CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) 
| BILLS. 
THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| Ag amended, considered; read the 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover) said he third time, and passed. 
had promised to introduce a permissive 
clause on this subject. He would put 
down the terms of the resolution for | SOUTH AFRICAN TRLEGRAPHS 
to-morrow, in order that hon. Members | 2 ev ne Ee ee 
for [reland might see the words. | Resolved, That the Agreement made 
/ the 27th day of July, 1901, between 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the site of | His Majesty's Government, the Govern- 
;ments of Cape Colony and Natal, the 
| British South Africa Company, and the 
| Eastern, and the Easterr and South 
ws : | African Telegraph Companies, for the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: When the hon. | transmission of telegraph traffic to and 
and learned Member reads the words} f,51, South Africa. be approved.— 
of the resolution on the Paper he will | (Mr. Austen Cheithedain ) pi 
see whether the subject is controversial ; i : 
or not. 


this new pathological school be situated 
in Belfast 2 


SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT 

Bill reported, with an Amendment ;| (ASCENSION AND SIERRA LEONE). 

as amended, to be considered to-morrow. Resolved, That the Agreement made 

the 22nd day of June, 1901, between 

Saree i‘. eek His Majesty's Government and _ the 

a a Telegraph Company, Limited, 
(No. 2) BILL. , ens 

‘for the construction, maintenance, and 

As amended (by the Standing Com-| working of a Submarine Cable between 

mittee), considered ; Bill read the third Sierra Leone and Ascension, be approved. 
time, and passed. | —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 





PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL | COLONIAL ACTS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
{Lordsl. c : f 

: ; | Considered in Committee, and re 

Read a second time, and committed ported, without Amendment ; read the 


tor to-morrow. ‘third time, and passed. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE AND) In pursuance of the Order of the 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. | House of the 22nd day of July last, 
1 ‘ ' ‘Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
As amended (by the Standing Com-| vithout Question put. 
mittee), considered :— 


A Clause (Commencement of Act)— Adjourned at a quarter after 
brought up, and read the first and Three of the clock, a.m. 
second time, and added. 
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Wednesday, 14th August, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PIER 


ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
| 


Lord JAMES or HEREFORD: My | 
Lords, I have to appeal to the House | 
generally, and to the noble Earl the | 


Chairman of Committees especially, to | 


Order in order to permit the Pier and | 












consent to the suspension of the Sessional | 


Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill | 
: to be read a second time. The Bill is of | 
considerable importance locally and | 
S nationally. It gives power to build | 
a pier and other harbour works at Bere- | 
haven, in the south-west of Ireland, | 
with the object of establishing and 
running from thence a line of fast 
F steamers between this country and 
§ America, which I am told should accom- 
 plish the voyage in four and a half days. | 
: The vessels will, I believe, be built in this 
S country. I admit that considerable 
. delay has taken place in advancing the 
. Bill, but the explanation is that the | 
~ Admiralty had to consider very carefully | 


CS Tev~eston 


Te: 


whether they could give their consent | 
to the proposed scheme, having regard | 
: to the fact that they had powers for the | 
§ construction of naval works for national | 
purposes at Berehaven. The final assent | 

of the Admiralty to the scheme was | 
‘ obtained only a few days ago, and since | 
then Mr. Gerald Balfour, on behalf of the | 
Board of Trade, has moved a similar | 
motion to this in the House of Commons. | 
q That has been agreed to, and the Bill, | 
t having passed through the House of | 
Commons, now comes up to this House. | 
There was not a whisper of opposition | 
to the measure, and although I admit | 
that there is no precedent for suspending | 
the Sessional Order at so late a period | 
of the session, I hope that in the cireum- 
stances the motion will be agreed to. 


{14 August 1901} 


Provisional Order Bill. 730 


Moved, That the Order made on the 
21st March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
| the House of Commons shall be read a 
| second time after the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
| Bill be now read 2¢ (The Lord James 


| 


(for the Earl of Denbigh) ). 
THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


| 
AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | (The Earl of Morey): My Lords, | 


would point out that the motion to 
suspend the Sessional Order is not all that 
my noble and learned friend asks for ; 
what is more important is that if this 
Bill goes through this session it will be 
impossible to carry into effect the im- 
portant Standing Order which allows 
opponents of any measure seeking power 
to take land for the purpose of con- 
structing works a week for lodging 
petitions. There is no precedent what- 


‘ever for any relaxation of that Order. 


The House ought to be extremely jealous 
in allowing any such relaxation, for it is 


impossible to say, in that event, what 
_injustice may be done. 


In this case, 
however, the Bill does not take land com- 


| pulsorily ; it takes land on the foreshore, 


which is under the control of the Admi- 
ralty, and therefore it is impossible that 
any private individual can be injured by 
the passing of the Bill. Under these con- 


| ditions I must satisfy myself with the 


strongest possible protest that a course 
of this kind should not be repeated. It 
is not fair of Government offices to place 
the Houses of Parliament in the position 
in which the Admiralty have placed this 
House in the present case, and I protest 
in the strongest possible way against 
the action of the Admiralty in delaying 
the Bill. I repeat that this must not be 
regarded as a precedent for the future 
but after the appeal made to me by the 
noble and learned Lord, backed as it is by 
the Board of Trade and the Irish Office. 
I feel that it is impossible for me to offer 
any opposition to the motion. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD 


| thanked the noble Earl the Chairman of 
| Committees, and explained that the 


The promoters are not in fault in any | delay had arisen solely out of the abun- 
way, and the Government acquiesce in | dance of caution taken by the Admiralty 
the view of the promoters, and agree |!" @ matter of national importance. 

that in the public interests the Sessional | “7On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 
Order should be suspended and the Bill | accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
allowed to go forward. 


| mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 
VOL. XCIX. [FourtH Series] | 2 F 
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NS, REPORTS, ETC. | PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER 
RETUR CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 


iia THE Private Lecistation Procepure. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | (Scortanp) Act, 1899.] 


No. 2691. Japan (Kobe). | Read the third time, and passed 


» 


No. 2692. Japan (Nagasaki). without amendment. 
No. 2693. Mexico. 


| 
' 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | 
| 





to lie on the Table. PETITIONS. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS | BANK HOLIDAYS ACTS AMENDMENT 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION BILL. 
BILL—(The Lord Belper.) (No. 198.) Petition from Wakefield, against ; to 


PACIFIC CABLE BILL—{The Earl of | lie upon the Table. 


Onslow.) (No. 199.) 
PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
BILL—(The Earl Spencer.) (No. 200.) | 
COLONIAL ACTS CONFIRMATION | Petitions in favour, from Wolverhamp- 
BILL—(The Earl of Onslow.) (No. 201.) bes yg alsgrave-on-Sowe ; to lie upon 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) | 
BILL—{ The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salisbury.)' sS90VEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


(No. 202.) | BILL AND ROYAL DECLARATION 
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL—(7he | BILL. 
Lord Belper.) (No. 203.) | Petitions against, from Bo'ness ; Glas- 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND | 8°W 3 Broxburn ; and Alloa ; to lie upon 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL— | the Table. 
(The Lord Balfour.) (No. 204.) Betis 


Brought from the Commons ; read 


1¢; to be printed ; and to be read 24 RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


to-morrow. 
House adjourned at twenty minutes TEA AND COFFEE, 1900. 
past Eleven of the clock, till C Rived “of State rae 
to-morrow a quarter past Four opy ordered, of Statement showing. 
of the clock. the Imports of Tea and Coffee into the 


principal countries of Europe, the United 
States, and certain British Colonies, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. together with Statistical Tables relating 
thereto for recent years, as far as the par- 
Wednesday, 14th August, 1901. ticulars can be stated (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 351, of Session 
——— 1900.”—{Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. HIGHER GRADE SCHOOLS. 


‘ q Return ordered, “ of Statistics of cer- 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM: | tain Higher Grade Schools conducted by 


WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS)| ¢ 3 ; as ANG. 
td ” pice: School Boards.” —(Sir William Anson.) 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) | gITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (DIVISIONS 
BILL. AND QUESTIONS). 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER} Return [presented 13th August] to be 











GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- i 
WAY BILL. printed. [No. 349.] 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL TAXES AND IMPOSTS. 
POWERS) BILL. Return presented, relative a 


Lords’ Amendments considered (in| {ordered 18th April ; Mr. Goddard] ; t 
pursuance of the Order of the House of | lie upon the Table, and to be rind 
13th August), and agreed to. | [No. 350.] 
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(Scotland) Bill. 734 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Copy presented, of Report by the Chief |[No. 351.] 
labour Correspondent of the Board of | 


Trade on Trade Unions in 1900 [by Com-| 


mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Copy presented, of Returns of Acci- | 
dents and Casualties as reported to the | 
Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom 
during the three months ending 31st 
March, 1901, together with Reports of 
the Inspecting Officers, Assistant In- 
specting Officers, and Sub-Inspectors of 
the Railway Department to the Board of 
Trade upon certain Accidents which were 


inquired into [by Command] ; to lie upon | 


the Table. 


Copy presented, of Returns of Acci- 
dents and Casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom 
during the six months ending 30th June, 
1901, together with Reports of the 
Inspecting Officers, Assistant Inspecting 
Officers, and Sub-Inspectors of the Rail- 
way Department to the Board of Trade 
upon certain Accidents which were in- 


quired into [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
RAILWAY ACCIDENTS (GENERAL 


REPORT). 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS 
(EXPENSES). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
| [Address 28th March; Mr. Armine 
| Wodehouse] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
‘to be printed. [No. 352.] 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LICENCES 
REFUSED). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 24th April ; Mr. Tomkinson] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 353.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
PALATINE OF LANCASTER). 

Copy presented, of an Order made by 
the County Council of the County Pala- 
tine of Lancaster, re-dividing the Eccles 
Parliamentary Division into convenient 
Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
SCHOOL GRANT. 

Return ordered, “‘ showing the amount 
of the School Grant voted by Parliament 
for each financial year since 1892-3 
(inclusive), and the amount expended 
yearly out of the Grant under each of 
the heads specified in the Fourth 








Copy presented, of General Report to 
the Board of Trade upon the Accidents 
that have occurred on the Railways of 
the United Kingdom during the year 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


AFRICA (No. 9, 1901). 
Copy presented, of Report by His 
Majesty’s Commissioner on the East 
Africa Protectorate [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Detailed 
Annual Report of the Registrar General 
of Births, Deaths, and Marriages in Scot- 
land (Abstracts of 1899) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR 


ACCELERATED BY PRIVATION 
(LONDON). 


Return presented, 
[Address 11th March; Mr. 


relative thereto 
Talbot] ; 








Schedule of the Irish Education Act, 
1892.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
354.] 


LAND PURCHASE ACTS 
1891 AND 1896. 
Return ordered, ‘“‘ showing the Shares 
of the Counties in the Guarantee Fund, 
Capitalised ; the amount of Loans ap- 
plied for and the amount sanctioned 
under the Land Purchase Acts, 1891 
and 1896, to 30th April, 1901.”—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 
Return presented accordingly ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
355.] 


(IRELAND), 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION 
LAND) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment, from 
the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence. 


2F2 


(SCOT- 
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Special Report from the Select Com- | 


mittee brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 356.] 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PReTYMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


| go into docks such as we possess, but the 


House will perhaps be surprised to learn 
that a first-class destroyer cannot be 
placed in a dock which would accommo- 
date the ‘‘ Victory,” and when we remem- 
ber what a small proportion the torpedo- 
destroyers bear in regard to the general 
increase in the Navy, it will be seen that 
the increase in the length and size of the 
ships necessitated improved dockyard and 
berth accommodation. Modern cruisers 





bridge) said, as there seems to be a 
little confusion in the minds of some hon. 
Members as to the origin and financial | 
history of this Bill, it might be convenient, 
and would be according to precedent, 
before moving the Bill to make a general 
statement as to the progress of naval 
works and the reasons for the addition 
to those works which were now proposed. 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
King’s Lynn has complained that the 
expenditure proposed under the Bill is 
very much larger than the amount 
which used to suffice under Vote 10 
years ago. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said his principal objection was that 
the Government proposed to obtain 
£27,000,000 by a permanent Act which 
would remove the expenditure from 
the control of the House. | 





| 
Mr. PRETYMAN: It is _ because | 
Vote 10 has been kept for years below 
the amount at which it ought to have 
stood in order to keep pace with the 
increase in the Navy that the House 
is now asked by this Bill to make up the 
arrears. From 1876 to 1893 Vote 10 
only once just touched £500,000 ; it was 
kept at the one dead level, while during 
the same period there was a steady 
increase on the general Navy Vote of 
between £3,000,000 and £5,000,000. 
Therefore it was not sufficient, starting 
with Vote 10 some ten or fifteen years 
after the increase in the General Vote 
has taken place, to keep level ; you have 
the arrears to make up. But there are 
other considerations in addition to the | 
mere making up of arrears in the old |} 
proportions which had existed formerly. | 
The new proportion which has arisen 
of late years is altogether different, 
because in the old days a first-class 
battleship such as the “ Victory ”’ could 








of the “ Drake” class are over 500 
feet in length, and of the ‘ Cressy ”’ class 
from 400 feet to 500 feet in length. 
The battleships are 400 feet in length, and 
their beam and the shape of their hulls 
make it impossible for them to be placed 
in many of the existing docks without 
large alterations and additions. Another 
consideration is that in the old days 
our ships could lie in safety in roadsteads, 
snch as in the Solent or at Spithead, 
but now the invention of torpedoes has 
made it necessary that a large proportion 
of our ships should be enclosed in torpedo 
safe harbours, and all that has added 
to the class of work with: which this Bill 
is largely concerned—namely, the pro- 
vision of defended harbours and docks. 
The increase in the personnel of the Navy 
has also to be considered. Up to a few 
years ago the personnel of the Navy, 
when in harbour, were accommodated 
mainly in hulks, but it has now been 
decided that it is necessary to provide 
largely for the accommodation of the per- 
sonnel in barracks on shore. That has 
entailed a very heavy expenditure of a per- 
manent character, which is also included 
in this Bill. Then there is the hospital 
accommodation for the personnel, which 
was formerly not what it should have 
been, but which now, owing to the work 
which has been done, is either in a per- 
fectly satisfactory condition or rapidly 
approaching it. I think that is a state- 
ment which will be received with satisfac- 
tion by the House. In order to meet 
these needs it is evident that heavy 
expenditure is necessary. My hon. friend 
behind me stated that this expenditure 
ought to be met, as it was formerly, 
by an annual Vote, and not by a Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Not all of it. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: If my hon. friend 
objects to any particular item of ex- 


736: 








137 
nditu 
reall be 
in Con 
with tl 
and I « 
the mai 
Bill w 
friend 
first Lo 
right he 
shire, 9 
principl 
recall t 
which t 
and one 
for Wes 
conside1 
and the 
and Vot 
was peri 
That is 
where p 
incurrec 
annual 
should 
Gentlem 
held th 
equalise 
of publi 
regulate 
lays doy 
as agai 
discussic 
friend t] 
India la 
should a 
did not: a 
principle 
stated a1 
expendit 
Ment y 
second w 
be voted 
and the 
which t 
House v 
stated 
placed | 
conditio1 
Bill now 
instance 
since li 
That is t 
Bills. 1 
Bills is 
1895 tl 
which t! 
was eig 








736: 


t the 
learn 
t be 
nmo- 
nem- 
pedo- 
neral 
that 
f the 
1 and 
lisers 
500 
class 
igth. 
, and 
hulls 
laced 
hout 
ther 
days 
pads, 
ead, 
- has 
tion 
pedo 
dded 
Bill 
pro- 
cks. 
vavy 
few 
avy, 
ated 
been 
vide 
per- 
has 
per- 
aided 
pital 
hich 
have 
vork 
per: 
vidly 
tate- 
sfac- 
meet 
eavy 
iend 
ture 
erly, 


of it. 


‘iend 
ex- 








137 Naval Works 


{14 Aveust 1901} 
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penditure charged on this Loan Bill I | and £1,000,000 was asked to be voted on 


shall be happy to deal with that objection | account. 


Of that sum, at the end of the 


in Committee, but we are now dealing | year 25 per cent., or rather over a quarter 
with the broad question of expenditure, |of a million, still remained unspent. 
and I desire to bring before the House} The really important question which is 


the manner in which the principle of this 
Bill was first introduced. My hon. 
friend opposite, who introduced the 
first Loan Bill with the support of the 
right hon. Member for West Monmouth- 
shire, was really responsible for this 
principle, and it may be worth while to 
recall the fact that the principle upon 
which this Bill was supported was one, 
and one only. The right hon. Member | 
for West Monmouthshire said that he 
considered the justification for a loan, 
and the true distinction between loans 
and Votes, was whether the expenditure 
was permanent or temporary in character. 





brought before the House to-day is the 
total estimated cost which it is 
asked to sanction, because when the 
House has given its sanction to the total 
estimated liability the work is put 
in hand, contracts are taken, and these 
contracts cannot afterwards be broken. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Oh, yes. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: My hon. friend 
says ‘‘ Oh, yes’; but the Admiralty does 
not break contracts with the facility 
the hon. Member appears to advocate. 





That is the principle involved—that | Having taken a contract, we are pledged, 
where permanent expenditure is to be }in ordinary circumstances, to carry that 
incurred it should be by loan, and where | contract through. But the House hav- 
annual expenditure is incurred it | ing pledged itself to a total estimated 
should be by Vote. The right hon. | expenditure, it is more or less bound to 
Gentleman added that he had always | vote the sums required as the expendi- 
held the doctrine “that you might! ture is incurred. Therefore, what the 
equalise annual expenditure in respect | House should turn its attention to is any 
of public buildings and sites by a well- increase in the total estimated expendi- 
regulated system of loans.’’ That clearly 'ture which is now asked for, because, 
lays down the principle of a Loan Bill having once sanctioned it, the House 
as against an annual Vote. In the has parted to a large extent with its 
discussion which followed, my noble power of control. In 1896 the total 
friend the present Secretary of State for estimated cost of the works was increased 
India laid down three principles which | from eight and three-quarter millions to 
should attach to a Loan Bill, but which | fourteen millions, and two and three- 
did not attach to that particular Bill. One quarter millions was voted on account. 
principle was that it should be clearly | At the end of the year no less than two 
stated and specified what was the limit of | millions out of that two and _ three- 
expenditure on each item which Parlia- quarter millions remained unspent. In 
ment was asked to sanction; the 1897 the total estimated expenditure was 
second was that any sum required should | seventeen millions, and another two and 
be voted by Parliament as the need arose ; | three-quarter millions was voted. So 
and the third was that the time within | little of that sum was expended in the 
which the works brought before the | first year that it lasted for two years, 
House were to be completed should be | and instead of the Bill being renewed in 
stated on the original proposal being | 1898 it was continued until 1899. In 
placed before the House. These three | 1899 the Bill, which was brought in by 
conditions have been fulfilled in the|the present Secretary to the Treasury, 
Bill now before the House. In the first | provided for a total estimated expendi- 
instance these Bills were annual, but | ture of twenty-three and a half millions, 
since 1897 they have been biennial. | and about three millions was asked for 
That is the general history of these Loans | on account, and I am glad to inform the 
Bills. The financial history of these} House that out of that three millions 
Bills is as follows. Under the Bill of| only £335,000 remained unspent on 
Ist April last. Whereas on the first 
Bill 25 per cent. remained unspent, on 
the second Bill 75 per cent., and on the 


1895 the total estimated expenditure 
which the House was asked to sanction 
was eight and three-quarter millions, 
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third Bill 50 per cent. ; on the last Bill 
only 10 per cent. remained unspent. It 
is all spent now, and we have no money 
left at all. By the present Bill we ask 
for a total estimated expenditure of 
twenty-seven and a half millions, an 
increase of £3,800,000, and we ask for 
£6,000,000 to be voted on account, of 
which £5,000,000 is practically expendi- 
ture to which the House is already 
committed on the total estimated lia- 
bility already incurred. The remaining 
£1,000,000 is on account of expenditure 
on the new works which the House is 
now asked to authorise. From this 
statement it will be seen that the autho- 
rity and supervision of Parliament is 
really very fully maintained. The hon. 
Gentleman behind me has suggested 
that Parliament has less control than it 
has under an annual Vote. I fail to 
follow that argument, because what 
authority has Parliament got? The 


original estimated cost of the work is | 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 740 


Now, having stated to the House 
shortly the history of the™Bill, I will 
address myself to the Bill itself. With 
regard to the Bill before the House, I 
think the House will have gathered from 
what I have already said that we have 
made more progress than has previously 
been the case. I do not take any par- 
ticular credit to the present Board of 
Admiralty in that respect ; all Boards 
have equally struggled to spend as much 
as possible of the money which the 
House has provided for this particular 
purpose. That was their duty; and I 
would prefer to tell the House that there 
had been over-expenditure rather than 
that there had been under-expenditure, 
because we wish to have these works 
completed and put at the service of the 
Navy as soon as possible. I am able to 
report generally that the progress has 
been good. The details of that progress 
are shown in the general statement 
issued by the First Lord of the Admiralty 


stated, and no subsequent increase can | on Ist March last, and progress has con- 
befincurred without the authority of | tinued in the same ratio ever since. 


Parliament. No money can be spent 
until it has been authorised and voted. 
A statement is made on the introduction 
of every Loan Bill, and can also be made 
annually, as to the amount of money 
which remains unspent at the end of 
the period for which it was voted. The 
time for the completion of the works is 
stated, and we have to account to the 
House for any failure in that respect. 
In addition to that, I am now able, if 
desired in Committee, in regard to any 
one of these works, to state the estimated 
expenditure, not only for the two years 
which were covered by this Bill, but for 
either of the years, so the House can 
ascertain what is the annual as well as 
the biennial expenditure, so that there 
is no loss of control because the money 
is expended in two years instead of one. 
The charge on this Bill is a charge on 
the ordinary Works Vote, and when 
there is no Loans Bill, as will be the 
case next year, there will be a charge on 
the ordinary Works Vote, on which any 
question which hon. Members desire to 
raise can be raised. Therefore the House 
really has as full control in every par- 
ticular, and rather more control, over 
the works executed under a Loan Bill 


| 
| 


| 





I now come to the particular items 
included in the Bill. The first item 
upon which any question arises is that 
of Gibraltar. That question has agitated 
the country a good deal in the last few 
months, and I may remind the House 
that a very full statement in regard to it, 
which I think was received with general 
satisfaction, was made by the First Lord 
of the Admiralty in another place. I do 
not wish to enter into this matter at 
great length, but I think that there are 
one or two considerations which have not 
been fully presented to the House. I 
would like to call attention, first of all, 
to the attitude taken up by my hon. 
friend behind me in 1895. My hon. 
friend then said a great deal of rubbish 
had been talked about the danger to 
which the dock at Gibraltar would be 
exposed in time of war, but, however 
open to attack in time of war, the dock 
would always serve its uses in time of 
peace. That is an excellent argument. 
The hon. Member also said it was unlikely 
we should ever be at war with Spain, 
but if we were at war with Spain he 
doubted whether Spain would be able 
to do damage to the dock at Gibraltar. 
He added that the danger to the dock 


as over works executed under an ordi-|in time of war had been enormously 


nary Vote. 
Mr. Pretynan. 


| exaggerated. If this danger did exist, 
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he would rather have the dock with all | ralty, then stated that, after the fullest 
its danger than have no dock at all. Ij consideration, his naval advisers had 
merely refer to that, not for the purpose of | advised that the west side of the Rock 
showing that the hon. Member has no | was on the whole preferable to the east 
right to change his opinion, but in order | side. That question has again been 
to show that the Admiralty had the raised by my hon. friend behind me, 


valuable support of my hon. friend in| 
inaugurating this policy. 


and has been very fully discussed. The 
Committee visited Gibraltar and issued 


/an Interim Report to which my hon. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : One dock. 


friend assented. In that Interim Report 


there were two very important reserva- 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: My hon. friend | 
draws a fine distinction, which I am | 
unable to follow, between one dock and | 
two or three docks. The needs of the 
Fleet have to be met, and an argument 
which applies to one dock would apply 
to two or three docks. The Committee 
on which my hon. friend served laid 
down the proposition that a dock with 
risk was better than no dock at all. 
I claim to be entitled to believe that that 
argument applies to the whole item, 
provided I can prove that the require- 
ments of the Fleet are not for one dock | 
but for at least three docks. The hon. | 
Member, in his argument to the House, | 
recommended two graving docks and a | 
floating dock, and the Admiralty pro- | 
posed three graving docks ; so the only | 
question between us was as between | 
two graving docks and a floating dock | 
and three graving docks. Any practical | 
engineer who has studied the question | 
will accept this proposition, that it is | 
only wise and prudent to construct a} 
floating dock when it is impossible to | 
make a graving dock, because a graving | 
dock is so greatly superior in all respects | 
to a floating dock. That being so, we | 
have these three docks, and we have the | 
great advantage of having a graving 
dock instead of a floating dock. My 
hon. friend, as the right hon. Barone | 
the Member for Forest of Dean will | 
remember, when the Bill was first intro- | 
duced in 1895, and subsequently in 
1897, first of all supported the dock, | 








and, secondly, insisted on the necessity of | 
increasing the accommodation. 


tions, and any engineer would admit 
that two more important reservations 
could not be made. Those reservations 
were as to the cost of the proposed works 
on the east side of the Rock and as to 
the time in which the work could be 
earried out. No practical man would 
finally recommend the adoption of any 
proposal for a great engineering work 
until he knew the cost of the work and 
how long it would take to construct it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They did 


recommend it. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The words in the 
Report were— 

“T enclose the replies to the questions which 
were referred to us, except in regard to the 
estimated additional cost involved and to the 
probable time required for the completion of 
the proposed works on the eastern side.” 

The questions of cost and time were left 
open, and, therefore, the Report con- 
tained only partial recommendations. 
The Committee came home in order to 


obtain evidence on the questions of time 
and cost, and when they had obtained 


that evidence the draft of the final 
Report was drawn up. My hon. friend 
received a copy of that draft Report for 
consideration, and it was open to him to 


+ | Suggest alterations in it or to issue a 
Minority Report. 
the Report, he preferred, rather theatri- 
| cally, to leave the Committee, and, like 
a certain marine animal which retreats 
'in a cloud of ink, he covered his retreat 


Instead of considering 


| by the suggestion that the Committee, 
‘at the dictation of the officials in the 


| Admiralty, had consented to rewrite 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean): Yes, and the | 
actual Amendment was moved by the 
present Minister of Agriculture. 


their Report. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: State what 
the proposed draft Report was. 





*Mr. PRETYMAN: My hon. friend | *Mr. PRETYMAN: I have made a 
opposite, the late Civil Lord of the Admi- | general statement, and that statement I 
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hope the House will accept. That being | a project which requires twenty years for 
so, I really think the hon. Member is not | completion cannot be accepted as an 
entitled to great consideration on this | alternative to the Admiralty scheme. 
question. He had had the fullest oppor-| On the question of the future, on the 
tunity of laying his views before the question of additional harbour accom- 
‘Committee and of embodying them in| modation on the east side of Gibraltar, 
the final Report. He had refused to do| the fullest investigation is taking place. 
so, and the Admiralty had had to deal | I do not wish to express any opinion, for 
with the question on the Report of the a most careful survey has been ordered, 
remaining members of the Committee. | and none of the works will be undertaken 
In their Report the Committee estimated | until we have the Report of that survey. 
that this eastern harbour could be con- | After full consideration of the Report by 
structed for about £5,000,000, in a period | the naval advisers of the Admiralty, the 
of ten years. | question will be finally decided. In the 
Bill it will be seen that there is an 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That in-| additional sum of £213,000 taken for 
cluded the dock also. The harbour was) Gibraltar. At Gibraltar there is great 
£4,000,000. ‘congestion of population, and _ it 
‘is impossible to find quarters for 
*Mr. PRETYMAN: My hon. friend,| dockyard employees. It is  there- 
who was much more sanguine, declared fore absolutely necessary, in order to 
himself ready to construct this eastern obtain the requisite personnel to 
harbour for £2,000,000. I do not think work the establishment being erected 
my hon. friend could do so. Moreover, there, to provide quarters for the dock- 
my hon. friend did not state any period yard employees. To provide these 


in which he would perform this engineer- 
ing feat. Now we have gone closely into 
this matter, and I do not wish to traverse 
the opinion of the Committee, which was 
advised by a very eminent engineer, but | 
I say we should be very guarded in 
accepting this Report as to time and cost, 
because on the eastern side the rocks are 
nearly perpendicular and exposed to a, 
thousand miles of drift, and when there 
is an east wind the swell makes work 
impossible. A more inaccessible spot it 
would be difficult to find, and it is fair to 
assume that the works there would be 
more expensive and take a longer time to 
construct. The works at Dover, carried 
on under favourable conditions in the 
less exposed Channel, offer the means of 
comparison. The original estimate was | 
that the works would be completed in 


quarters a sum approaching £100,000 
will be required, and in addition there 
is the question of the water supply. 
The water supply is a most important 
matter at Gibraltar. It is proposed to 
construct a reservoir on the east side, 
with pumping machinery, and the water 
will be distributed by gravitation for 
dockyard use. Then there are extra 
coal sheds required on the new mole, and 
there will be further expenditure for new 
machinery. These services will make 
up the increase of £213,000. 

Before leaving the question of Gib- 
raltar, I may mention a circumstance 
which seems to indicate that the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn in his pamphlet 
entitled ‘‘Gibraltar: A National Danger,” 
has not very carefully considered the 


position. There is a picture of Gibraltar 





1900, and they are still very far from | taken from the Queen of Spain’s Chair, 
completion. On the eastern side of | facing the west side of the rock. It is 
Gibraltar the conditions are infinitely | possible to see high land on the coast 
more difficult. The length of the mole} of Africa. In the picture this is marked 
would be no less than 11,200 ft. ; and, | with a cross as Algeciras, on Spanish 
though the Committee estimate that it | territory, and it is shown there as if it 
might be constructed in ten years for|was a point from which Gibraltar 
£5,000,000, I believe if those figures are | might be attacked. But, as I say, that 
doubled the estimate would approach |is the African coast. 

nearer to what would prove to be the} In regard to the works at Hong Kong, 
actual result. But the Fleet requires |I think the strong strategic reasons for 
accommodation, not in ten or twenty | keeping the dockyard on the island have 
years time, but now; and I think that| been lost sight of. It was originally 


Mr. Pretyman 
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proposed to.transfer the dockyard to | 
the mainland, Kaulung, when it was | 
supposed that with the space available 
on the island it would be impossible to 
provide for the needs of the Fleet. 
That space was four and three quarter | 
acres, but I am glad to say that by 
concessions made by the War Office, 
and reclamations, the extent of the 
dockyard, when the present works are 
completed, will he not four and three 
quarter acres, but thirty-four and a half. 
Thus there will not only be space for all 
the works projected, but for the con- | 
struction of an additional large dock if 
at a future time it should be required. | 
On that ground we do not see the same 
necessity for considering the removal 
to the mainland. The removal has 
been pressed by the civilian and com-. 
mercial community, but it appears that 
the use to which the space is desired 
to be put to is that of a promenade, and 
we cannot feel that the needs of the 
Navy should be subordinated to such a 
purpose. The Admiralty would be justi- 
fied in taking up the position that, if the 
colony provided an equally good and 
convenient yard in all respects on the 
mainland, and provided at their own 
expense the defences to render it as 
secure as that on the island, the proposal 
might be considered. But I do not 
think they will consider it worth the 
while of the colony to do that ; and, 
looking at all the conditions, the heavy 
expense of dredging the shallows off the 
mainland, the inetticient water supply, 
the possibility of a railway being made 
on the mainland, and rendering an 
attack on the yard more _possible— 
taking all the facts into consideration, 
and after careful investigation, and seeing 
that work has been commenced, the 
contract let, and liabilities to the amount 
of £150,000 incurred, no sufficient 
reason is seen for transferring the yard 
to the mainland. 


The next item is for deepening and 
improving harbour approaches; an in- 
crease is asked for on that item. Very 
heavy expenditure has been incurred, 
for reasons to which I referred in my 
preliminary remarks, in enlarging 
and deepening torpedo-safe harbours. 
At the main naval stations a very large’ 
proportion of the expenditure has been 
already incurred at Devonport and Ports- 
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| dockyard side. 


‘accompanied by a 
‘dredging, which it is hoped will enable 
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mouth. and it is now necessary to 
undertake large works at Chatham. 
With the increase of their size and draft 
ships are unable to go up to Chatham 
except on the highest tides, and so for 
many days in the year large vessels 
cannot approach that dockyard and take 
advantage of the great works there. 
These conditions are getting worse, the 
opposite bank of the river being eroded, 
and the mud is being deposited on the 
It is necessary to restore 
the balance by a large groyne. A Com- 
mittee has sat on the question, and it has 
been decided to restore the river frontage 
to the condition of thirty years ago by 
constructing a groyne. That will be 
large scheme of 


large ships to get up to Chatham at all 
times. 

The next item is the Keyham exten- 
sion. There the large sum of one million 
is asked for. That is not in any sense 
an increase in the cost of the works 
which the House has already approved. 
This sum of one million is for a new 
undertaking, which is an_ extension 
of the undertaking already authorised 
by the House. It may roughly be 
divided into two parts. The first part 
is the erection of all the necessary work- 
shops and buildings which are acces- 
sories to the yard. They were not pro- 
vided for in the first instance, because, 
owing to the great period of time which 
necessarily would elapse before the 
completion of that great engineering 
work, it was recognised that the size 
and fittings of all these accessories would 
better be determined when the works 
were in a more advanced state. The cost 
of these works is, roughly, half a million. 
Secondly, owing to the greatly increased 
length and size of the ships, the Admi- 
ralty have found it necessary to appoint 
a Berthing Committee, which has been 
seriously considering the question of 
berthing accommodation. It is found 
that the present berthing accommoda- 
tion, if used to the full, is barely sufficient 
at present, and is rapidly becoming 
insufficient. In the execution of this 


great engineering work at Devonport it 
has become necessary to construct a great 
coffer dam,{which embraced the foreshore 
for more than 1,800 feet beyond the limit 
| of the presentfauthorised works. It will 
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be possible by extending the quay within | deep water anchorage. Fully one half, 
that coffer dam for another 1,800 feet to | I might say, of the available space where 
provide that length of deep water berth- | the ships and Fleet should anchor in per- 
age and quay room, and at the same time | fect security is now rendered insecure and 
to give access to the great naval barracks | practically useless by the fact that the 
which are being there erected. A very | north-easterly wind blows straight into 
a “are House can easily see, | the harbour and raises such a heavy sea 
will be obtained by carrying out this/that only the inner berths are available 
work, while the present contract actually | for the secure berthing of ships. By a 
exists, rather than by allowing the present comparatively small expenditure to that 
— — — — ec Fe viet reg we ~— ge rg - 
yay, wo en be| the Navy we shall be able to obtain the 
necessary at no distant date to commence | yse of ‘al the large extent of sheltered 
all over again, whereas the contractor | water space which is not now available. 
collet mgt ig agg pe patie | oe gree the self-evident proposition 
that the present open entrance to the 
advantageous contract than at a future | harbour renders it particularly insecure 
ime Gamestte te a ne 
-\ will be aware that there are torpedo 
a necessary for the needs of the Fleet. | stations of other nations scattered in all 
_ The next item in which there is an | directions over the Mediterranean. It is 
aa Pago ri ee es No | very desirable that the central harbour at 
: . bcs Tay 1S Increase | Malta—the headquarters of the Mediter- 
- _ spore sagas f en _ ranean Fleet—should be protected against 
oe | 1g growl = . “9 Noe ; _ os cpa ; and it is, nope pro- 
4 “aad ’ . . | posed, on these two main grounds, to 
Member for King's Lynn will reognite ret great breakwater by means i 
. c : r m starting from the St. Elmo 
doing what we can to secure from any | wd ri is the mchern entrance to 
cri ndige = ee a = the pe mee and a 5 wre starting 
: . ‘from the eastern side. In addition to 
ut under cover. A Committee has also | < . : 

ot on the question of the provision | eee rageorn Ama - ona ee 
of magazine accommodation, and various woe f oebciged sess ney rosa pre 

recommendations they have made have | 2” Soe he ni 
F A enter the harbour between the heads of 
been adopted, so that very much larger ‘hs Genkieeater. 1 bellows the Pleet eat 

reserves of ammunition will be kept | Qrxerrniang ‘ll b ae { Sade Pe 
than previously. That has entailed an — es pe rer chi . a 46° 
enlargement of the scope of the existing | "Th ‘ ia “we - ei s + et +t 
magazine accommodation spread over|. ~ © -28%,8n@ by no means be eas 


the different stations. Entirely new important item is for the provision of 
, coaling appliances for the Navy. The 


magazines which are being constructed | ’ . : . 
ag Cichieae eeiaies yan eatin | House will not think that this suggestion 
had been sprung upon them, for in the 


which are being undertaken at Priddy’s | : : . 
Hard, Portsmouth. and Bull Point, | First Lord’s statement on 1st March I find 


Devonport, and a general increase in the | these words— 

reserve accommodation and works at| “It is proposed to include provision Paes 
Gibraltar account for an increase of | Meiities at naval stations in the Naval Works 
£385,000. | Bill.” 

I will now pass to the two new items |I need hardly insist on the urgent neces- 
the House is asked to sanction. The first sity of improving our coaling appliances 
of these is the sum of £1,000,000 in | and facilities, in regard to which, despite 
respect of the breakwater at Malta. | the growth of the Navy and the new 
‘That is a very urgent service. The | conditions forced upon us, I may confess 
present position is unsatisfactory from | there has been no considerable advance 
two main points of view—first, the | for the last twenty years. Naval officers 
harbour at Malta, in proportion to its| are now of opinion that the next great 
carea, has an extraordinary amount of | naval war will be very largely a fight for 














Mr. Pretyman. 
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coal. 
is right that this country, which has been 
provided by nature with the finest supply 
of steam coal which exists in any country 
in the world, should not be found to be 
less favourably situated than those 
countries which are not similarly blessed 
by nature. We have considered how we 
can best take advantage of the supplies 
which are available to us, and the problem 
divides itself naturally into two branches. 


There are the questions of the supply to_ 


home ports and the supply to foreign 
ports, and the considerations governing 
these two questions differ. 
borne in mind that the problem of coal 
supply is greatly complicated by the 
question of storage. If a large quantity 
of coal could be put into a store and 
locked up till required in time of war, 
the problem would be comparatively 
simple ; but coal when once removed 
from the pit deteriorates rapidly, and, 


owing to that deterioration, any coal | 


which is stored must be turned over, 
even if under cover, at least once a year. 
Therefore it will be seen that an enor- 
mous additional expense is incurred in 
the handling of coal. A mercantile firm 
loading ships would save all that expense, 
because it would bring the coal direct 
from the collieries, put it into a barge or 
a coal depot, and ship it straight off with 
the vessel requiring it. But if a large 


reserve is kept at a naval station it must | 


be constantly turned over, for which the 
necessary appliances must be provided. 


As regards home ports, this very large | 


current expenditure may, however, to a 


great extent be avoided. We may look | 


upon the great pits in South 
Wales as an available reserve store, 
and by providing direct rail accommoda- 
tion to the main naval stations, and 
arranging with the railway companies 
that in time of war or preparation for 
war a service of trains should be rapidly 
tun from the pits to the docks, it will be 
necessary to keep very much smaller 
stores, and a much less expenditure will 
be required than if the entire reserve 
considered necessary for war were kept 
at the different stations. This problem 
has been approached from that point of 
view, and in dealing with the works pro- 
posed at Portsmouth, Portland, Devon- 


port, and on the Medway, which are the | 


great home ports under consideration, 
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If that is to be the case, surely it | 


It should be | 
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we are proposing railway access, stations» 
wharves, coal depots, and appliances for 
| tipping the coal on the trucks straight 
into the ships, a comparatively small 
amount of storage and sidings, so that 
on the first hint of any preparation for 
war a quantity of coal may be brought 
down from the pits and stored, which, if 
not required, can be used up afterwards. 
‘Thus the constant current expense of 
handling the coal into store and out of 
store will be avoided. When we come 
to foreign stations, no direct rail access 
‘from the pits is possible, and there- 
fore it will be necessary to pro- 
vide large storage accommodation. 
Fortunately the expense is somewhat 
reduced, because at foreign stations 
‘very much cheaper manual labour is 
available for handling coal. The three 
great foreign stations which are now 
proposed to be dealt with are Gibraltar, 
Malta, and Hong Kong, at each of which 
places a large expenditure is proposed in 
order to maintain the large storage 
‘necessary. I may mention that the 
-annual consumption of coal in the Medi- 
terranean Fleet is no less than 170,000 
tons, and that, or a little more, is the 
amount we propose to keep stored at 
Malta. It is estimated that in war, if 
the Channel and Mediterranean Fleets 
were both engaged in operations, their 
coal consumption would be no less than 
135,000 tons a month, and therefore it 
will be seen that that provision is by no 
means too great. As to Hong Kong, a 
very great difficulty arose on the out- 
‘break of the recent trouble in China 
owing to there being an insufficient store 
‘of coal. It is proposed to erect coal 
| appliances and a station on the mainland 
of Kau-lung in the situation suggested 
| by the colony for the extension of the 
| dockyard, and to provide for a storage of 
| at least 100,000 tons in that situation. 


| 


| Ineed not labour that point further 
than to say that what we are doing is 
'that which other nations are also under- 

taking, and I think it will be interesting 

to the House to hear what is the view of 
jthe naval authorities of the United 
| States on this question. In a report of 
| the Bureau of Equipment of the United 
, States Navy which was recently issued, 
jit is stated that the only way in which 
the Government could be sure of a 
| sufficiency of coal for its ships was for 
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the Government to have its own depots | 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
well stocked and furnished with all ap-/dee): We have listened with much 
pliances necessary to transfer the coal interest to a very clear and, | think, 
to the ships, and that if anything was! candid statement from the hon. Member, 
proved during the Spanish War it was! but before I deal with any of the matters 
that they could not rely on commercial| he has mentioned, I wish to call the 


firms for this service. In carrying out | attention of the House to the serious 
that policy the United States Govern-! position in which it finds itself in regard 
ment have at present actually found the | to this Bill. This is a measure of great 
money, and are erecting and equipping | Imperial importance, of considerable 
no fewer than seven coaling stations | financial complexity, and involving pro- 
in the Pacific alone, the amount stored | posals of considerable magnitude. It 
varying from 20,000 tons to 8,000 and | calls on the House to sanction the con- 
5,000 tons at the different stations. On tinuance of naval works already begun 
the coasts of America itself they are,to the extent of £23,000,000, and to 
equipping nineteen great coaling stations, sanction the beginning of new works, 
and the amount stored at these stations |/not to the extent of £1,000,000, as the 





is up to as much as 100,000 tons at one 
or two of them. It will therefore be seen 
that a practical people like the Americans 


have already realised and taken means to | 


meet this necessity ; and I do not think 
we can afford to be behind them in that 
particular. I regret that there is a 
necessity for coming to the House and 


° e ' 
asking for these large sums of money | 
at a time of financial strain, but it is) 


evident to everyone that, however neces- 
sary it may be to be economical, we can- 
not afford to starve the Navy. It must 
be seen that if these appliances are not 
provided the enormous expenditure 
which the country has incurred on 
ships and men will be of no effect. It 


would be literally a policy of sinking the | 
‘one of the predecessors of this Bill. In 


ship for the want of a halfpennyworth 
of coal. 
millions for which the House is asked 
is expenditure to which the House is 


already committed, and the only new | 
voted is a) 


sum to be actually 
million; and when the House 
considers the sums already voted for 
the services of the Navy, and how 


necessary it is to get the full advantage | 
of that expenditure by providing the | 


necessary appliances in the. way of coal, 
docks, harbours, barracks, or hospitals, it 
will see that, however reluctant it may 
be to increase expenditure at this 
moment, it is expenditure which is 
absolutely necessary, and which the 
House is justified in voting. I beg to 
move 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ 


Mr. Pretyman 


Five millions out of the six | 


‘hon. Member suggested, but, as I shall 
directly show, to the extent of £4,000,000. 
Further, of the old works the House is 
asked to continue, two, at ‘least, have 
been challenged on grounds of great 
\gravity. It is a Bill of this kind that 


‘the Government, in a session wherein 


they have had comparatively little to do, 
in a Parliament which has practically 
no mandate to do anything at all, ask 
the Houseto consider on the 14th August, 
on a Wednesday afternoon, three days 
before the prorogation. ‘That is a course 


of procedure hardly consistent with the 
respect due from any Government to 


Parliament. It is the more extraordi- 
nary to me when I remember the action 
taken by the Government in respect to 


1896 the Naval Works Bill was pro- 
posed early in the session, and, under the 
mistaken plea that it was essential that 
the measure should be passed before 
the 31st March, it was forced through 
the House by the closure, and in another 
place the Standing Orders were sus- 
pended in order that the Bill might be 
passed through all its stages in one day. 
My opinion is that this Bill must be 
lightened, and I shall show how before | 
| sit down. 

| Iwill come now, Sir, to the finan- 
‘cial provisions of the Bill. The hon. 
|'Member for King’s Lynn fell into a 
'blunder which I think ought to be 
acknowledged, because it has misled 
great part of the newspaper press of the 
country. He added the amount called 
| for by the Bill to the total amount of the 
cost previously authorised, and said that 
|was the total. The mistake consisted 
{ 
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in treating as an addition to the sum | sists of £61,618, which according to the 
previously sanctioned that which was) Memorandum had to be applied to meet 
only an instalment of that sum. The an insufficiency five years back, and 
hon. Member opposite, the Civil Lord, | therefore was not available as part of the 
spoke of a balance in hand of £335,000. | expenditure of this financial year. I 
This is a matter of considerable difficulty, cannot make anything else out of the 
and I confess I do not understand it. fact, and it seems to me that this £61,618, 
According to the Memorandum, the | although the hon. Member says it is 
total estimated expenditure to the 31st | part of the balance they had in hand at 
March, 1903, is £13,521,000 net. That the beginning of this year, was not spent 
has been provided for-to the extent there | on current works, but was required to 
specified, leaving a balance to be raised of | meet an insufficient surplus of five years 
£6,218,618. The amount actually raised | ago. Therefore, all they have spent on 
by this Bill is only £6,157,000, and the! current works this year is £273,382. 
excess is said to represent the amount| If that is so, it has a very important 
by which the surplus revenue of 1895-6 | bearing on the control of this House 
proved to be insufficient. I find that | over expenditure. 

two items—the amount raised by ter- | 

minable annuities in 1901-2, £273,382,; Mr. PRETYMAN: The hon. Member 
and this balance of £61,618—together | is entirely confusing the questions of the 








make the sum of £335,000. Another 
curious thing is that in the Schedule the 
estimated expenditure for the two years 
now in question is £6,492,000; the 
amount provided for by the Bill is 
£6,157,000, again leaving a balance of 
this identical sum of £335,000. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: That is perfectly 
clear. We have £335,000, and we want 
£6,157,000 more. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : But 
you have raised in this financial year only 
£273,382, which, deducted from the 
amount in hand, makes the balance of 
£61,618. As far as I can understand it, 
that has one meaning—namely, that o 


the £335,000 which you had, or say you | 
had, at the beginning of the financial | 


year this balance of £61,618 was needed 
to make up the amount that the surplus 
of 1895-6 was not sufficient to cover. 


Mr. PRETYMAN : There are two sides 
to the account: one is the raising of the 
money, and the other is the expenditure 
of the money. The statement on page 3 


of the Memorandum describes the man- | 


ner in which the money has been raised, 
and the statement in the Schedule de- 
scribes the manner in which the money 
has been spent. The £335,000 is in each 
case the total. If the hon. Member 
follows the figures he will see that I have 
dealt with the matter in the proper 
manner. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
total is £335,000, a part of which con- 


| raising and the spending of the money. 
_A large amount may be raised at the end 
_ of one year to be spent in the next. He 
says that the sum of £273,382 was 
| raise by terminable annuities in 1901-2, 
_and therefore that was the sum spent. 
| That is not so at all. The question of how 
the money is raised is not one upon 
| which I can enter; that is a question 
|for the Treasury. The question I have 
| to look after-is that of how the money 
is spent, and if the hon. Member looks 
|at the Schedule he will see how the 
| money has been spent. The question of 
| raising the money is a totally different 
| matter, and he has no right to make the 


f | deduction he has just done. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
simply asked for information, and per- 
haps the representative of the Treasury 
| will enlighten me. The inference T 
draw is that you have not had more to 
| spend in this year than £273,382. At 
| most you have only had £335,000. The 
original intention of the initiators of this 
policy was that these Bills should be 
annual Bills, so that the control of Par- 
'liament should be an annual control. 
| That object was not secured by fixing a 
time limit ; that was a blunder on the 
part of the Government of 1896, but 
' there was a financial limit. Apparently 
the Admiralty had been continuing 
these works for four and a half months 
on an authorised expenditure of no more, 
'at the outside, than £335,000. Hf the 
works had been going on at the rate 
they should have been, the Admiralty 
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ought to have spent a great deal more 
than that sum in the time. It is im- 
possible to suppose that the works have 
slackened. The normal expenditure for 
four and a half months would be at 
least £1,000,000, and I believe that 
expenditure has been incurred. The 
difference between that £1,000,000 and 
the £335,000 is expenditure incurred 
without parliamentary sanction. That 
is a point which I hope will be answered 
before the debate closes. This is not 


the first time the Admiralty has incurred | 


expenditure without parliamentary sanc- 
tion, and such action means the com- 
plete withdrawal of the control of this 
House over these proposals. 

I now come to the actual works, which 
are of two kinds—the old and the new. 
About the old works I have very little to 
say. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn will doubtless make his own case 
against the Admiralty. We on this side 
have not interfered with that very curious 
story. We have not accepted the hon. 
Member’s conclusions as true, but after 
listening to the conclusive reasoning of 
the Civil Lord to-day, I cannot under- 
stand why the First Lord of the Treasury 
in the debate on the Address bought off 
the opposition of the hon. Member by 
the promise of an inquiry. We were 
unwilling to have Gibraltar discussed in 
this House, and made no opposition to the 
proposed inquiry ; but the Civil Lord 


to-day has given sufficient reasons, I | 


think, why an inquiry need never have 
been held. The inquiry, however, took 
place, and I am bound to say it was 
conducted in a manner not fair to the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn. No 
sooner was his motion withdrawn than 
we were informed that there was neither 
Committee nor Commission, that there 
would be neither reference nor report, 
and that any recommendations the 
persons holding the inquiry might make 
would not be laid before this House. I 
say that was playing fast and loose with 
a great Imperial question. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I should 
like to say in my own defence that that 
announcement was made after I had 
accepted a seat on the Committee under 
entirely different conditions. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I did 
not mean to imply anything to the con- 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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trary. I was dealing entirely with the 
conduct of the Admiralty in relation to 
the House. I was under the same 
illusion myself. The Admiralty has 
been most unfortunate in its appoint- 
ment of Committees, and especially in 
its calling for Interim Reports. There 
has been an attempt on the part of those 
who signed the second Report in this case 
to show that in a most material point 
there has been no alteration. In the 
Parliamentary Paper there is a summary 
of the two Reports, and the answer to 
Question No. 4, which is said to be con- 
tained in the Interim Report, is this— 

“It is recommended that No. 2 Dock should 
be abandoned, and a larger dock established on 
the eastern side, but if serious delay is antici- 
pated in constructing the eastern harbour and 
dock, it is suggested that No. 2 Dock should be 
completed as originally sanctioned, such com- 
pletion not obviating the necessity for the 
eastern harbour and dock.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : The last part 
of that is not in the Interim Report. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It is 
set forth as the official summary of the 
answer in the Interim Report, and in the 
fourth column is the phrase “‘ no altera- 
tion.” The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn is quite right in saying that the 
second half of that sentence is not con- 
tained in the Interim Report at all. It 
is a modification of the Interim Report ; 
in other words, it is an alteration which 
the hon. Member refused to sign. It is 
astonishing that that statement should 
be made, and that it should be further 
emphasised by the remark that there 
has been no alteration in that respect. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD Forster, Belfast, 
W.) made a remark which was inaudible 
in the press gallery. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Then 
I will not pursue that matter further, 
As to the survey to which the hon. 
Member has referred, I do not think 
it will have any important effect. With 
regard to Hong Kong, I understand 
that the reasons which formerly operated 
against Kau-lung have disappeared. 
Without challenging the hon. Member’s 
argument with regard to the strategic 
question, I would ask whether the work 
at Hong Kong has so far advanced that 
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it cannot now be altered. At Gibraltar 
it is impossible, but I do not know 
whether there is anything to make it 
impossible to remove the establishment 
from Hong Kong to Kau-lung, in 
which case possibly there would be no 
need for a dock at all. 


Mr. PRETYMAN : I stated that we 
had incurred liabilities to the extent of 
£150,000, that the contract was let, and 
that the whole expenditure would be 
about £1,250,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
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have also been informed that it was | 


possible to rnake a very advantageous 
bargain with the colony over the site on 
which the present establishment is built. 
If that is so, the matter might be worth 
considering. I now pass to the new 
works. The hon. Member stated that 
only £1,000,000 was asked for new 
works—— 


Mr. PRETYMAN: What I said was 
that the sum asked to be voted for the 
next two years in respect of new works 
was £1,000,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
Memorandum deals with two items 
which are said to be new works—the 
Malta breakwater, and the improved 
coaling facilities. The point I wish to 
make is that what are called “ revised 
estimates’ are really for new works 
not previously sanctioned by the House, 
so that the Memorandum at first sight 
conveys a misleading impression. I do 
not intend to discuss the new works at 
this stage, notwithstanding the detailed 
explanation given by the hon. Member. 
What I wish the House to bear in mind 
is that we are being asked at this period 
of the session to sanction new works 
of great importance to the extent of 
£4,000,000. These works cannot pos- 
sibly be urgent, and urgency is the only 
plea on which they could be pressed 
at this time. If they had been urgent 
they would have been proposed earlier 
in the session, and by delaying the Bill 
until now the Government have put 
themselves out of court. If the House 
of Commons is to exercise any deliberate 
judgment on this question there must be 
full discussion not only of points con- 


| 
| 
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nected with old works, but also of these 
new works, ten or eleven in number. 
Is it reasonable to suppose that any 
such discussion can now take place ?. 
It is impossible that it should be, and! 
it would be indecent to use the powers. 
of the House to force a decision without 
such adequate discussion. I venture 
to think that a way out of the difficulty 
has been shown by my hon. friend the 
Member for West Islington, who has put 
the following motion on the Paper— 
“That this House declines to sanction at 
this late period of the session new works of 
pons magnitude and cost proposed under the- 
Al.” 
Well, Sir, if my hon. friend pro- 
poses that Amendment, [I shall be com- 
pelled to support him unless we get from 
the representative of the Admiralty 
an assurance that they will be willing 
to take this Bill as a mere continuation 
Bill dealing with the existing works, 


‘and that they will leave out the new 





items when we come to Committee, and 
will not ask the House to assent, at this 
stage of the session, to new works. 
If the Government does that, it will 
lighten the Bill and shorten the discus- 
sion, and the Government will get their 
Bill without any straining of the rights 
and privileges of this House, and there 
will be no difficulty in doing so, because 
they can bring in a new Bill for the new 
works next session. If they will not do 
that I shall feel, for the first time, driven 
into an attitude of opposition to a Bill 
the policy of which I had the honour 
of being the first to introduce into this 
House. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
Amendment my hon. friend has alluded 
to, and which I now rise to move, has 
been carefully considered. I feel that 
it would be hopeless to ask the House to. 
reject altogether the proposals involved 
in this Bill, for the simple reason that the 
Bill in many respects only carries on 
works that we have already sanctioned, 
and as we have sanctioned the Votes, 
it would be ridiculous to vote against the 
works being carried on. This Amend- 
ment, however, represents the minimum 
of my policy with regard to this Bill. I 
would like the House to realise that it is 
being drawn gradually on by eloquent 
statements like that of the hon. Gentle- 
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man who introduced the Bill to adopt 
a policy far in advance of the policy 
which has been pursued by the 
House for many years. The old policy 
was to provide in the Estimates of the 
-year for all works to be carried out in that 
year. These Bills are a succession of 
conspiracies against that policy, and 
the effect of them will be to destroy that 
policy unless the House objects. The 
hon. Gentleman, as all his predecessors 
have done in regard to these Bills, tried 
to justify the Loans Bills, but there is 
no justification for them. There have 
been occasional Loans Bills, but the best 
one which I can take as an illustration 
is that which was taken in 1890 for 
barracks. The proposal is that if there 
are permanent works to be done, a 
Vote may be taken for those works, but 
that does not render it necessary that 
a Bill should come every year. Take 
the Barrack Loan of 1890. In that case 
a large sum was taken to spend over a 
series of years. It has not been all spent 
yet. When the Naval Works Bill of 
1895 was introduced, the country 
thought the loan was of a somewhat 
similar character, that is to say, that it 
was desired to take for the Navy a con- 
siderable amount of money for new 
works indispensable to the Fleet. It is 
stated to-day that that Bill was intended 
to be an annual one. But for what 
purpose ? For the purpose of the House 
being able to look into the expenditure, 
and watch and criticise it ; and that we 
might see how this large sum was spent ; 
that it was spent properly, and generally 
that the House might keep its eye on the 
proceedings. That was the policy, and 
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| Mr. LOUGH: Then I challenge the 
hon.!Member. Does not this Vote include 
new works at various coaling stations ? 
How and where will you be abie to draw 
the line? It is not a million that we are 
voting, but £3,800,000, and that is not 
the full sum for that elaborate policy of 
fitting up the coaling stations, and if 
that policy is to be adopted it is not even 
£3,800,000 that we are voting, it may 
be £10,000,000 or £15,000,000 on that 
point alone. That is a sufficient illus- 
tration of what we are doing, and a 
sufficient justification for the action 
taken up by my hon. friend with 
regard to this Bill. The objection I 
raise is that it is a policy of extra- 
vagance. The whole amount asked 
for on the Bill of 1895, of which this 
Bill we are told is a continuation, was 
£8,500,000 ; the next year it was 
£14,000,000 ; = in 1897 it was 
£17,300,000 ; the next Bill asked for 
£23,636,000 ; and to-day we are asked 
for £27,500,000, so that in every case 
there have been large items of new 
expenditure, which in itself breeds further 
extravagance in future years. In 1895 
there was a policy with regard to Gib- 
|raltar ; in that year we had the large 
|amount sanctioned for Gibraltar of 
| £1,500,000; the amount to-day is roughly 
| £5,000,000, and if I understand the 
| hon. Gentleman rightly, he said those 
works would cost £10,000,000 








| Mr. PRETYMAN: I said it had been 
|estimated by the Committee to cost 
£5,000,000, and it might cost 
£10,000,000. I did not refer in any 
way to the existing items. 


in that spirit I accept it, but the result | 
has been that these annual Bills have | Mr. LOUGH: My point is that 
been the excuse for a policy of the‘utmost | the item since 1895 has grown from 
extravagance. As the hon. Member | £1,000,000 to £5,000,000, and that if 
said, the chief point now is as to the new | this policy is adopted we may ultimately 
works to be taken under the Bill. In| have to expend £10,000,000. It is 
my opinion sufficient explanation has | evident that the policy we are pursuing 
not been given with regard to the million is one of great extravagance. We have 
which is taken for new works under greatly exceeded the ordinary Estimates, 
this Bill. I wish I could convey to the | and these annual discussions upon these 
gga oa regs at oe rss 8 7 have a us into sreniae . great 
‘he million which is asked for to-day | deal more than we spent at first. It may 
may involve the Horse in 12 expenditure | be. asked, “‘ Must not you make your pro- 
of £15,000,000. vision for your Navy and have your 
docks and ports in order}? Yes, but, Sir, 
we have a Vote for the special purpose, 
Vote 10. And at the very period when 


Mr. PRETYMAY®N - 
is only £3,800,000. 
Mr. Lough 


The -vhole amount 
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we are making this large additional 
expenditure, Vote 10 has been doubled. 
In Vote 10 we find a growing amount 
for the purposes which you put in this 
Bill. The Bill is another Estimate ; a 
bad example of the vicious principle we 
are gradually carrying into the finance 
of the country. . My hon. friend said this 
was an opportune time to introduce such 
a principle as this. It is inopportune, 
because it is the end of the session. If 
the Government continue to introduce 


{14 Aucust 1901} 





important Bills in the last week of the 
session the arrangements of all Members 
of Parliament will have to be altered, | 
because this week is crowded with most | 
important matters. But, apart from its | 
being the last week in the session, this is 
a most inconvenient time to introduce 
an extravagant Bill of this class, because 
of the heavy financial obligations the 
country has had to deal with this year. 
We have had to deal with Estimates on 
the heaviest scale, the most gigantic 
the country has ever had to deal with, 
and now, after all the difficulties into | 
which we have been plunged, the House 
is asked to spend £13,000,000 in) 
two years, which means £6,500,000 
additional Estimates during the year. 
I do not know whether the House 
realises the injury this is doing to the | 
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remember the condition of affairs in 
Malta ; at the present moment Malta is 
seething with discontent, brought to 
the front by over-taxation, and yet we 
proceed to spend two and a half millions 
on a harbour before their eyes, but we 
cannot find time to alter the state of 
things under which they suffer. With 
regard to the great extension of works 
at Devonport, we are told that 1,800 feet 
of new quay is to be built, at the cost of 
a million. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I said half a 
million ; a million is to be spent on the 
works at Devonport, but only half a 
million of that is for the new quay. 


Mr. LOUGH: Why can we not leave 
them over for a little while? Is this the 


|time, in the middle of August, at the 
'close of a laborious session, when we 
should go searching about for places in 


which recklessly to spend a million of 
money as if it was of no consequence 
whatever? No case can be made 
out against our point that these new 
works should be left over. Let us look 


_at the proposals when we meet next 
| . 
session, when we know the probable 


amount of the expenditure on the war, 
and when we should have time to 


most important industries of this country. |examine the matters thoroughly. At 
We have not got the money to spend in | Gibraltar, for instance, there has been a 
this way. A million and a quarter a} steady increase of expenditure. The 
week is being spent on the war. Does | hon. Member made a plausible case for 





anybody realise what such extravagant | 
proposals as are placed before the House 
to-day take out of the pockets of the | 
people of this country ? Such proposals | 
were never laid before the House at a 
more inopportune time than the present. 

The chief point of my Amendment is 
with regard to the new commitments. 
I anticipate the answer we shall get. We 
shall be told that we must go on not only 
with the old works, but the new commit- 
ments. There is not the slightest neces- 
sity. Look at the expenditure at Malta ; 
that is, I think, under all the circum- 
stances, one of the most astonishing pro- 
posals ever laid before the House. We are 
already spending a million and a quarter 
on dock expansion ; let us finish that 
expenditure on the dock, and see how 
that looks before we spend this million 
on the breakwater. That is a most 


important thing to consider when we 
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appalling case. 


the coaling stations, but it was also an 
This expenditure will 
extend a great deal further than would 
appear from any one of the items at 
present. The hon. Member told us that 
railways would have to be laid down, 
new quays erected, and expenditure of 
the most extravagant character incurred. 
If we begin this sort of work in an empire 
so widespread as ours the expenditure 
will not end at £1,000,000 or any amount 
like it. Be content with what you have 
under Vote 10 and leave this great policy 
of new facilities and so on for six or 
twelve months. The basis of my argu- 
ment is that we have reached a time when 
some economies must be effected. The 
whole tone of the hon. Member’s speech 
was one of buoyancy. He spoke as on 
behalf of a country which did not care 
what it spent, and as though everything 
was going well. But everything is not 
2G 








Naval Works 


763 


going well. National securities 
seriously depressed, and there is con- 
siderable difticulty in raising the loans 
which the Government find necessary. 
It is absolutely necessary for some steps 
to be taken in the direction of econonty. 
Our trade, the wages of workmen, and 
the volume of our exports are declining. 
Surely these are considerations which 
might make the House realise that it is 
not a moment to plunge into new extrava- 
gances. The example of America has 
been quoted. America is buying our 
railways, and has bought some of our 
steamship companies. ‘They are making 
great profits in America, because they are 
attending to industrial pursuits and 
because they have given a blow to the 
bad spirit of Imperialism which exercised 
a great deal of influence a few years ago. 
Therefore, America can afford it, and 
she has got her war over. We cannot 
afford it, and we have not got our war 
over, and this is a most inopportune 
moment to plunge into outlay of this 
kind. The most important word on 
this matter that we have had was spoken 
by the Prime Minister recently.t He 
said— 

‘‘Maxims of economy must be disturbed 


by those great storms which sweep across the | 


political horizon.” 


He was alluding to the war, but there | 


has been no political or other storm in 
connection with the question we are now 
considering. It was in a time of absolute 
peace that this policy of extravagance 
was started, and it has been carried on 
ever since. There was no storm ; there 
was nothing but bad judgment on the 
part of the Admiralty. The Prime 
Minister went on to say— 

“The feeling of the public was in favour of 


a pacific policy, but the state of opinion has | 


passed away.” 


Ido not think it has. I think the feeling 


of this country is more strongly in| 


favour of a pacific policy to-day than at 
any time during the last fifty years. 
The public does not see its way at the 
moment to withhold its support from 
the Government, because it thinks the 
interests of the country are at stake, 


but it is in}favour of a pacific policy, and | 


would bless the name of the statesman 


who would establish peace and promote | 


a policy of economy. 


+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xey ii. 
page 1226. 


Mr. Lough. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
reading a speech delivered in the House 
of Lords, and answering it paragraph by 
paragraph. 


Mr. LOUGH: I was only going to say 
that the last words were—- 


“The tide has turned, and who are we that 
should atetmpt to stem the tide ?” 


I can find no tide in these matters, 
There are two or three Members below 
the gangway who are almost as respon- 
sible as the Government for this policy of 
extravagance. We find in this House 
men who have clamoured for greater 
outlay on every possible occasion ; even 
this year, when we have Naval Estimates 
amounting to £30,000,000, there was 
one hon. Member opposite, and, I am 
sorry to say, one on this side, who asked 
for Supplementary Estimates. To-day 
we have them, for we are practically 
dealing with Supplementary Estimates 
amounting to £3,250,000, and I think 
there never was an occasion on which 
this House should receive those Supple- 
‘mentary Estimates with greater reluc- 
‘tance. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the 

| end of the Question, in order to add the words 

‘this House declines to sanction at this late 

period of the session new works of the magni- 

tude and cost proposed under the Bill.’”— 
(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
| proposed to be left out stand part of the 
' Question.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I must congratulate my hon. 
friend on having given the House a clear 
and lucid speech, fully explaining and 
completely justifying this Naval Works 
| Bill. With regard to the action of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, I think 
| the House and the country look upon 
that as a closed matter. There are one 
or two general observations, made by the 
mover of the Amendment, with which 
I entirely agree. It is most undesirable 
that Bills, whether for naval or military 
works, involving considerable expendi- 
ture, some of it new, should be brought 
‘forward so late in the session. The 
i‘ blame does not rest with the Admiralty 
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in this case, but with the arrangements 
necessarily made by the Cabinet. I am 
not saying that under the circumstances 
of the session it could have been avoided, 
but it certainly is undesirable. But the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Islington is entirely wide of the mark. 
His speech was really a denunciation of 
any expenditure at all at the present 
time. When you are to do what is 
necessary for the defence of the Empire 
he does not say. His Amendment asks the 
House to refuse to sanction the new 
expenditure. The fact is that with the 
exception of the Malta breakwater and 
the coaling facilities there is no new 
expenditure at all, the remainder of the 
Bill being to enable the Admiralty to 
fulfil the obligation already put upon 
them by the House. The better course, 
therefore, for the hon. Member to have 
pursued would have been in Committee 
to move the omission of those two items. 
The hon. Member hopelessly confused 
coaling stations and coaling facilities. 
He spoke of the vast growth of expendi- 
ture for coaling stations. The present 
proposal has nothing at all to do with the 
growth of the cost of coaling stations. 
All that is proposed as a new work is tc 
increase the facilities for putting on 
board ships coal at ports already in 
existence, and I cordially congratulate 
the Admiralty on having at last done 
that which was really essential and had 
been too long delayed. The great 
Napoleon said that an army marched 
on its belly, and it may certainly be said 
that a fleet moves on its coal, and the 
extreme necessity of facilitating the 
process of filling His Majesty’s ships 
with coal is one to which too great im- 
portance cannot be attached. 

With regard to the Malta breakwater 
everybody knows that the conditions 
produced by torpedo destroyers are such 
that you must give protection to your 
Fleet and rest to your men by using 
breakwaters and closing the harbours, 
so as to obviate the constant worry and 
tisk arising from liability to damage 
from torpedo - destroyers. The entire 
speech of the hon. Member was really an 
argument in favour of stopping the whole 
proceedings, involving the postpone- 
ment to an indefinite date or the aban- 
donment of works now in progress, and 
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Aiter all, the total amount of expendi- 
ture to be incurred within the next 
three years for these two new works is 
only £550,000. The hon. Gentleman 
says we ought to stop this expenditure, 
because, although the United States 
can afford it, we cannot. That state- 
ment needs no comment from me. I 
have always advocated recognition of this 
fact, that if we compare the resources of 
the United States with the resources of 
the United Kingdom we are nearing 
the time when there may be much force 
in the argument of the hon. Member. 
That time is not yet, but it is coming. 
I cannot admit that whatever the United 
States can afford, or is likely to be able to 
afford, cannot be balanced, and more than 
balanced, by the resources of the British 
Empire. I will not go further than that. 
I wish to say a few words with reference 
to the policy connected with docks and 
barracks. I hope the Admiralty will be 
cautious in the future with regard to the 
multiplication of docks abroad. I think 
it is necessary that in this matter it 
should be distinctly clear what our policy 
is with regard to these docks. Of 
course, we all know they are to put ships 
into, to be repaired; but how much 
repair? My view is that with regard 
to the docks at such places as Malta and 
Gibraltar they might be used to clean 
a ship's bottom or to patch her up below 
the water-line or elsewhere, sufticiently 
to enable her to come home. I do not 
believe that you can, without great loss 
of time and money, go in for any con- 
siderable repairs at such docks. If there 
were an action in the Mediterranean, I 
do not believe you could contemplate 
restoring a ship damaged in action at 
these docks to any greater extent than 

to enable her to come home. And for 

this reason. There is the question of 

labour, the question of machinery and 

shops, and all the appliances necessary 

to restore a ship to really effective action 

to be considered. Therefore, I hope 

that that will be borne in mind by the 

Admiralty when they are considering 

any further extension of docks abroad. 

In Australia, where we could de- 

velop the natural resources of the 

hinterland, so that docks shall be self- 


supporting, and thereby obviate the 





that this House would never agree to. 


necessity of dragging all kinds of material 
2G 2 
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across the sea for the repair of ships, | 


I would be in favour of considerable | 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : Every 
year the introduction of these Estimates 


dock facilities being provided. At pre-| makes the position of our country a 
sent everything necessary for the repair of | graver and. a sadder one. From the 
a ship has to be brought from the United | point of view of the Empire they may 
Kingdom, and there are no self-sustaining | contain a great deal that is necessary, 


places abroad. Therefore, 


I would | but the system under which they are 


ask the Admiralty to consider whether, | introduced practically denies any advan- 
in reference to this dock question, they | tage whatever to our country from His 


may not possibly be inclined to go a little 
too far. 

The other point to which I wish to 
refer is the question of naval barracks. 
I entirely agree with the necessity for 
naval barracks. Nothing in my expe- 
rience or remembrance strikes me so 
much as the entire change of naval 
opinion with reference to this question. 
I remember, when I raised this question 
forty years ago, I was assailed on all sides. 
The Admiralty are wiser now, and have 
adopted a system of naval barracks at 
the ports ; but that is not the point. Do 
not let us exaggerate the amount of 
accommodation necessary at these 
barracks. I think my hon. friend will 
find that in a great number of these 
naval barracks hardly anyone is in them 
at night. The practice is to deal with the 
men as if they were in a ship in harbour, 
and to give them liberty for the night. 
If we turn to the parent establishment 
at Whale Island, I think we will find 
that very few men remain in the bar- 
racks at night. I do not assert this as a 
fact because I have not been there at 
night, but I think it will be found to be 
accurate. If it is to be the rule that 
the men are to be treated in the barracks 
as if they were on ship in harbour, I think 
we ought to modify our expenditure in 
that direction. I trust it is sufficient 
for me to call attention to the fact, as an 
clement of serious consideration. If the 
practice is as I have stated, it will not be 
necessary to provide accommodation 
for more than half the number of men 
that will occupy the barracks during the 
day. I trust my hon. friend will look 
into this matter. I again congratulate 
him on his clear statement, and I also 
congratulate the Admiralty on their two 
new works, which are most desirable and 
most necessary—I mean the million that 
is to be spent on the breakwater at Malta 
and the million that is to b2 spentin 
increasing the coaling facilities of the 
Navy. 

Sir John Colomb. 





Majesty’s Navy, though we are compelled 
to contribute to this enormous and 
bloated expenditure. I am sometimes 
appalled when I think what the future 
taxation of our country will be. In 
addition to that you have introduced a 
new system, which is wholly unjust, and 
which has been adopted for the purpose 
of promoting this annual bloated ex- 
penditure. I really do not know where 
parliamentarian economists or Irishmen 
will be if this system is allowed to con- 
tinue. What makes the matter in- 
finitely worse is that these Bills, which 
are now recognised very properly as the 
most important Bills of the session, are 
introduced in thin and jaded Houses, 
when the bulk of the Members are away ; 
and worse still, these Bills do make 
charges, not by way of taxation, but by 
way of loan. ‘That is a most insidious 
and unjust and indefensible method of 
raising money. Formerly a Member of 
Parliament had some security that when 
he saw the Estimates of the year he had 
before him, in black and white, some 
idea of the charges that were to be put 
upon the country. But now this 
system had grown up, which was 
initiated by a Liberal Government, 
under which we actually do not know 
where we stand. We have now a pro- 
posal before us involving twenty-seven 
millions, to be borrowed by way of loan. 
One would think that these loans were 
never to be paid back. Ministers say, 
“Oh, it is only a loan”’ ; but who will have 
to repay them? We will have to repay 
our share. One of the most valuable 
Returns ever presented to Parliament 
was presented last year upon the 
motion of the hon. Member for Great 
Yarmouth. We hear a great deal 
of the loyalty of the Empire and the 
advantages to Ireland of its connection 
with the Empire. The Return of the 
hon. and gallant Baronet is a most 
pregnant Return. What support do the 
great self-governing colonies give to the 
maintenance of the Navy as compared 
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with Ireland? The Return issued on! would be established in the city of Derry 


6th December, 1900, showed that at the 
time when this Empire was supposed to 
be reeling under the shock of the South 
African War, when it was threatened 
with foreign menace, when we were 
told that the Empire was being run by 
Australian bushmen and scrub-whackers 
from New Zealand, we find our great 
self-governing colonies—each of them 
gold-producing—now being honoured 
by a visit from the future heir to the 
throne and his amiable consort—that 
these great self-governing colonies, which 
are the glory of the Empire and the 
brightest diadems in the Crown, only 
make a contribution of £124,000, while 
a million is demanded from unhappy 
Ireland. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man, himself an Irish landlord, permits, 
without protest, this new system to be 
established, and does not even make 
the reasonable demand that if we have 
to pay this immense sum some pro- 
portion of it should be spent in our 
country. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: Ido not think 
this is the time or place or occasion for 
doing so; but I have taken every 
possible opportunity of expressing the 
strong feeling I entertain that the 
colonies should contribute to the expense 
of the Navy. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: There never is a 
proper opportunity for an Irish Con- 
servative to say a word for his country. 
When an Irish Conservative is supposed 
to say a word in regard to the naval 
expenditure of the country it is at election 
tinies, when there is a contest going on 
in the city of Derry or Belfast. When 
the hon. Member for West Belfast was 
brought into the Admiralty we were all 
given to understand by reading the 
loyalist papers in Belfast and in Derry 
that a new era of naval expenditure and 
of naval dockyard extension was going 
to open in our country. I forget the 
name of the distinguished loyalist, the 
son of an Irish peer, who went down to 
Derry on the occasion of a vacancy in 
that city two years ago, and promised 
in solemn terms that if he were returned 
for the city dockyards and shipbuilding 
yards, equal to those at Portsmouth or 
elsewhere in the south of England, 





That. Conservative son of a peer was 
returned—the first time a Conservative 
had been elected for Derry for many 
years—but there were no dockyards 
and no shipbuilding yards. The hon. 
Member for West Belfast has got his 
place in the Ministry, and we lcok at the 
barren total of expenditure in Belfast 
which has been the result of the hon. 
Gentleman’s admission to the Ministry, 
or in the city of Derry by the adoption 
by the city of Derry of a Conservative 
Member. The mere result that we have 
got for these great changes in the 
political situation in Ireland is £450 
for a zymotic hospital at Highbowline ! 
The great naval policy of His Majesty’s 
Government for the benefit of Ireland 
is that some poor seamen, | suppose, 
will get a little extra gruel or broth at 
Highbowline. When you compare the 
expenditure in this country and 
what we hear at other times of the 
great strategic value of Ireland to 
England and its enormous importance, 
the thing is a farce. According to 
the Prime Minister we must not allow a 
naval plant to be set up in Ireland from 
the fear that some foreign ship would 
anchor in the neighbourhood of Ireland. 
Why, one British ship in the harbour of 
Dublin or the harbour of Galway could, 
with the enormous range of modern guns, 
practically sweep the country from end 
to end. I want to know, if Ireland is of 
so much importance to England for 
strategic purposes, how this shower of 
gold is to be poured from the purse of the 
Exchequer on Hong Kong, Wei-hai-wei, 
Honolulu, and Simonstown (two and 
a half millions are to be spent on the 
latter alone), on Villette, etc., while the 
one place which gets no benefit is this 
little island of Ireland, which is so large 
a contributor to the British Exchequer. 
Of course it would be the same if I were 
discussing the Military Works Bill, 
although I admit that, on account of 
the military system, there may ke 
shown some little military expenditure 
in Ireland. But as to the naval ex- 
penditure year after year, which we 
are asked to contemplate and to con- 
tribute to, our country gets practically 
in return as much as would run the 
establishment of an ordinary merchant 
in the City of London. The men who 
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make these projects and make up these | while His Majesty’s magnificent Civil 
| 


estimates live in London and think of | Service have their eyes and ears open 
their own country. I am not blaming | in every portion of the world except on 
them, but attacking the system. They | that impoverished portion of the Empire 
are anxious that the wealth derived from | from which you draw so large a tribute 
the three kingdoms should go for the inthe way of expenditure. If this had 
benefit of England alone. There is the | been an isolated Bill I would not have 
case of Gibraltar. The hon. Member opposed it, and I could quite under- 
for King’s Lynn says that you have | stand that an expenditure of ten, fifteen, 
built a dock or a harbour at the wrong | or twenty millions might be necessary 
side. He is an Englishman. You are | onasudden emergency when the Empire 
Englishmen. What security have we | has to be protected and cared for. But 
that our money is going on the wrong | what do we find? We find that this is 
or the right side? We have to stand by | not the mushroom of a single session, 
and see our money taken from our) but has become a method, a portion of 
depleted country, while we know that |the parliamentary constitution, and 
not one fraction of benefit is derived by | that year after year, in response to the 
us from this method of taxation. Then |clamour of—I do not want to say 
there is ‘Gibraltar Commercial Mole, | anything disrespectful to the Navy 
£669,000.” Why, if we ask for a boat-| League, because I do not know 
slip at Tramore, or that a harbour should | any of the gentlemen on it—but in 
be dredged out, or that a pier should | response to the clamour of the particular 
be erected at Ballycotton we are refused | Services—even if you know that you 
it, while this sum of £669,000 is to be | are getting value for your money, which 
spent on a commercial mole at Gib- | I doubt—these bloated Estimates are con- 
raltar. ‘tinued. There is a very significant note 
| by the Minister for Agriculture show- 
Mr. PRETYMAN: If the hon. and/ ing how the expenditure is controlled. 
learned Gentleman looks at the schedule | The right hon. Gentleman, when he was 
he will see that the colony pays for that | at the Treasury, had to address a remon- 
itself. _strance to the Navy Department because 
| they had made an error of a quarter of a 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is only to pay | million in an Estimate, and had not the 
four-sevenths of the cost. | decency to communicate to the Treasury 
‘that they were making an additional 
Mr. PRETYMAN : But the remainder | demand on the Treasury for that amount, 
is to be spent for naval station purposes. | 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: I remind the hon. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: But why should} Member that the Naval Works Bill is 
we provide three-sevenths of the cost | under discussion, and that debate on the 
of this commercial mole at Gibraltar ?| control of the Treasury over the Navy 
These people are largely Spaniards, and | is not pertinent to the subject before the 
with all my love for Spain I decline to | House. 
contribute the money of Ireland, which | 
we need so much ourselves, for the benefit; Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not wish 
of Spaniards. We want to dredge our | to pursue the subject. My point is that 
harbours before making harbours and {you have established a system which is 
moles for the people of Gibraltar. The| growing beyond the control of Parlia- 
fact is there is not in the Ministry one | ment, and that, in my judgment, it is a 
man who ever looks on Ireland from | vicious system. You have begun a 
the point of view of a shepherd, who | system of compartment Estimates which 
pretends to take an interest in Ireland. | should be presented in the Supplemental 
Their hands are too full of all kinds of | and Annual Estimates of the year. Know- 
petty details to enable them to traverse | ing the importance of the Navy to Eng- 
the country with the eye of a friend, or land, I can well understand that the 
of a father of his country, and to provide | naval experts—who appear to me to be 
for her interests. There is no one | like the daughter of the horse-leech, 
charged with that mission in the country, | always asking for more—press their views 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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on the Government, and that the Govern- | 
men are reluctant to resist their con- | 
stantly growing demands for increased 
expenditure. But I would ask this, 
who was it set this policy going ; who 
has turned European seas into practi- 
eally a lake for naval manceuvres ? 
It is the policy of England which has 
done it. It is you who have driven 
Russia, France, and Germany and all 
the maritime Powers of the world to 
enlarge and increase their armaments ; 
and with all your increased armaments 
you have not yet made up your mind 
as to whom you are going to fight. 
This is a sad thing to the representatives | 
of a poor country like Ireland. Year | 
after year you expend tens of thousands 
of pounds on your armaments, and some 
new invention comes along which renders | 
the whole expenditure waste and alters | 
the whole system of defence. That is, 
what we hear from day to day in regard 
to the French submarines—if you are to | 
believe half the stories you hear. Op- 
posing as I do the entire system, doubtful 
as I am of the entire policy, I do say 
that the country from which you draw 
a large portion of your annual expendi- 
ture is entitled to something like decent 
and fair consideration when this expendi- 
ture has to be made. We have got none 
of it. In passing this Bill we see millions 
dangled before our eyes for the benefit 
of Hong Kong, Honolulu, Wei-hai-wei, 
Gibraltar, Malta, and Simons Town, and 
we demand that we should get a portion 
as our share. 


{14 Aueust 1901} 


it by Votes. 


| Department, which 
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The great objection to this method which 
has been adopted was frankly stated 
by the hon. and gallant Member who 
introduced the Bill, who said that when 
once the House has agreed to a Bill like 
this, which sanctions an expenditure of 


£27,500,000, the House has parted 
with its control over the ex- 
penditure of the money, and that, 


having sanctioned it, it would be absurd 
not to provide it. The hon. and gallant 
Member justifies the Bill by saying that 
for many years the Government have 
not taken sufficient sums for Votes in 
Supply for these works. That is what 
I complain of. My point is that if you 
want money for works you should take 
I do not say that no Bill 
of this kind should ever be introduced. 
It, should, however, be a very occasional 
Bill. But this Bill is a repeated Bill, 
first annually, and then biennially. My 
grave objection to this enormous expen- 
diture is that there has been nothing 
like an inquiry into the policy that under- 
lies it. In 1860, when it was proposed 
to fortify the dockyards, Lord Palmerston 
appointed a strong Committee, which 
held an investigation, made inquiries, and 
presented a Report. Only twelve millions 
was then involved, but the Bill before 
the House now involves an expenditure 
of £27,500,000, and it is becoming more. 
With no inquiry as in 1860, I can feel 
no confidence in the Admiralty suffi- 
cient to justify me or the House in 
leaving it alone with the vicious Works 
overshadows the 


‘whole of the rest of the Admiraltys 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think 
the ground on which this Amendment 
sands is not a good ground. If it be 
necessary to have this expenditure for 
the purposes of national defence—it is 
true that it has been introduced late, 
very late, and it would have been very 
much better to have introduced it earlier 
—but if this expenditure is required, | 
any time is good enough for it. My 
objection to the Bill is based on very 
different lines. It is, first of all, that this 
Bill is an elaboration and exaggeration 
of an entirely new policy entered 
upon without adequate inquiry as to its 
effects ; and, secondly, that the Bill repre- | 
sents an extremely unfortunate method | 
of asking for money from the House. | 


The proper method is an annual Vote. | 
' 


Every year blunders and mistakes have 
been committed by them. There was 
the Alderney breakwater, which had 
afterwards to be blown up, and the 


/remains were washed away by the sea. 


There was the Ordnance Department ; 
there were the Spithead forts, which were 
not a success. There is scarcely a 
department with which we had _ spent 
money on works of this kind with which 
gigantic mistakes have not been com- 
mitted. The principle underlying the 


| policy of this Bill is that we are begin- 


ning to believe in bricks and mortar 
more than in ships and men. It used 
to be said that— 


‘* Britannia needs no bulwarks, 
No towers along the steep. 
Her march is on the ocean wave, 
Her home is on the deep.” 
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Dut apparently her home is now either|{ problem connected with the works at 
. barracks or in a battleship tied up to| Gibraltar. The place is an enormously 


wall of concrete blocks. 


As to the! important strategic station for our Fleet. 


!:ulwarks, we want six millions for towers I do not believe that Wei-hai-wei and 


over sea. The bottom of the whole of 


‘his new brick-and-mortar policy was the | 


torpedo panic. No doubt the torpedo is 
a horrible invention, and it has been 
increased in efficiency and its range has 
been increased from 400 to 3,000 yards. 
The Admiralty, however, are not adopt- 
ing the right method of protecting His 
Majesty’s ships from torpedoes. 
torpedo-boats can do other torpedo- 
boats can reply to. The proper defence 
against the torpedo is to be at sea and 
going at a good speed. So if ships are 
in harbour they should be protected by 
a stream of torpedo-destroyers. There 
is nothing so demoralising to ships and 
crews as keeping them in a safe harbour. 


Lord St. Vincent once said that “ lying | 


at anchor in the Tagus would make 
cowards of us all.”” Are the Admiralty 
sure that keeping battleships in harbour 
will not make cowards of their crews ? 
The qualities of the British sailor and 
officer are such that they would be in- 


clined to desert closed harbours and get | 


to sea, which I believe to be their true 
defence. 

In my _ belief enormous mistakes 
have been made already in regard 
to this policy, but in no place have the 
mistakes of the Admiralty been so great 
as at Gibraltar. In 1895 it was proposed 
to make a single dock to extend the 
existing mole, and to construct a detached 
mole and a commercial mole at Gibraltar. 
The total cost of the scheme was to be 
£1,500,000. 
tleman quoted my opinion, which I held 
then, as I do now, that under the cir- 
cumstances it was better to have a dock 
with risks than no dock at all. But 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman did not 
quote me fully. 


of one dock there should be three, with a 
large enclosed area, and raised the expen- 
diture from £1,500,000 to £4,500,000, 
I denounced it as a waste of public money, 
and I so denounce it now. 

1895 scheme was one which at the time 
I should have felt hesitation in agreeing 


What 


The hon. and gallant Gen- | 


When Mr. (now Vis- | 
count) Goschen proposed that instead | 


Even the | 


Bombay are important strategic stations, 
I believe Ceylon, Singapore, Malta, and 
Gibraltar are. The strategic importance 
of Gibraltar absolutely cannot be exag- 
gerated. The whole Mediterranean holds 
to it; in some respects, the Channel 
itself. Then let us consider the situation 
stated, not by myself, but by every 
expert. It is that unless we are at peace 
with France and Spain our works on the 
western side of Gibraltar are absolutely 
untenable ; while on the eastern side 
we have an opportunity of making 
works which are not, theoretically, 
exempt from being fired at, but which, 
practically, are so safe that we are told 
_by one of the greatest gunnery experts 
that not one shot in a thousand would 
‘hit works there. By creating on the 
western side of Gibraltar and adding 
to it these vulnerable works—docks, 
storehouses, and workshops—Gibraltar 
has been made a source, not of strength, 
but of weakness. It has been admitted 
that if the western side is to be defended, 
it must be | yan army of 30,000 or 40,000 
men sent out from England to occupy 
the Spanish shores whence it would be 
attacked. What does that mean ? That 
Gibraltar is no longer capable of pro- 
tecting itself independently of any army, 
and that it can only defend itself under 
three conditions—that France is friendly 
to us, also Spain, and that we must have 
an army of 30,000 or 40,000 men. It 
is quite true that there is a chain of 
fortresses along the northern frontier 
|to protect it from an attack by France; 
|but in the present temper of Spain, 
/made worse as it has been by things 
that have been said and done in this 
‘country that had better have been 
}avoided—not by me, for, on the 
contrary, in my small way I have 
‘done what I could to remove an evil 
impression—in the present temper of 
Spain and the dislike of England that 
exists among all the Latin races, friendly 
action could not be relied upon. It is 
quite certain—it was avowed to me by a 


|Spaniard of some consideration—that 


to had I known then all that I know now. | 


The House will excuse me if I dwell for | 


a moment on the real nature of the 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


Spain would not resist France taking 
possession of the Spanish railways and 
running down their troops to attack 
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Gibraltar from the land side. This{ Then on Ist May, 1900, General Sir J. 
weakness at Gibraltar is a weakness | Ardagh wrote that— 
which tells even more in time of peace | «the change caused by the increased range 
than in time of war, because in time of | of artillery has not yet been realised or pro- 
peace plans and bargains are being made | vided against. The whole of the Rock, except 
against us; and when any foreign | the Mediterranean side, is within range of 
: a a | attack by land. 
country or combination of foreign coun- | 
tries comes to the consideration of this| On 28th December, 1900, Sir R. Bid- 
weak spot at Gibraltar with this enor- dulph, Governor of Gibraltar, wrote— 
mous portion of toasted cheese outside | “The danger to which the west front, 
the rat trap for every rat to nibble at— | harbour, and dockyard are exposed is inade- 
that will tell against us. It becomes an | duately provided for.” 
element in the calculation against us| On 4th February, 1901, Major-General 
instead of for us. My hon. and gallant | Slade, Commander of the Artillery at 
friend drew a picture of the levanter | Gibraltar, and Colonel J. M. Lewis said— 
on the east side of the Rock, and gave | « that the west side was a tempting objec- 
that as a reason why the works should | tive for an enemy’s attack.” 
not be constructed there; but will |, sg , 
he be prepared to learn that Admiral | These are the foremost military authori- 
Rawson has testified that the levanter | “@S- Then it was said by them that in 


is worse on the west than on the east OTder to hold Gibraltar under present 


side? That evidence was confirmed by | Conditions there was only one possible 
other authorities, and local knowledge |™€ns, and that was to land a separate 
shows that neither wind nor sea comes | @?™my of all arms from England to hold 
home on the east side, except upon the | the shores from Tarifa to the East Beach 
flat at Europa Point. The wind breaks |—a country 600 square miles in extent. 
against the high rocks and forms a ~ If, under present conditions, you do 
cushion, but never forms asea. Another  20t hold the camps you cannot hold 
delusion that the water is too deep for | Gibraltar.” That Report was made on 
works has been dispelled. The Com- | the 4th of February, 1901, and con- 
mittee estimated the cost at 24,000,000, firmed the same month by General 
and I believe it would be much less; | Sit George White, who said that the 
and an experienced contractor told me fire from an enemy's guns would be 
that he would undertake to make the | Paralysing; but he dwelt even more 
harbour on the east side for two millions. Strongly on the difficulty, if not im- 
Certainly I do not think my hon. and possibility, of dismounting the enemy's 
gallant friend is justified in doubling the SUS on shore. 

estimate of the expert Committee. The I think I have made out my case—not 
expert Committee said that it would cost 0" My own authority, but from official 
£4,000,000; my hon. and gallant friend | reports—that the western side of 
said it would cost £10,000,000; the|ibraltar is untenable. My hon. and 
expert Committee said it could be made | llant friend criticised the photograph 
in ten years, he said that it would take Contained in my pamphlet, but I think 
twenty years. My complaint is that the | he has confused the localities somewhat. 
Government have known the facts for | The positions are correctly marked, the 
years, but never would accept them. | end of the dock being under Monkey's 
I have not discovered the facts contained | Cave. There is a consensus of expert 
in his statement ; they have been before | OPinion to justify my assertion that the 
the Government in the most formal and | Western side of Gibraltar is untenable, 
authoritative manner for years. In and much more evidence would be found 


1894 Colonel Buckle, R.E., in a report in the pigeon-holes of the Admiralty, the 
to the Governor of Gibraltar said— War Office, and the Foreign Office. A 


Wiehe. ek: casey ce Gh Mills bo: Sie seth | memorandum given to “i | arp 
west of Gibraltar the western bay and face of | the reasons that had influenced the 
Gibraltar—and that constitutes the whole town, | Admiralty in favour of the western 
It chorage, and dockyard—would be untenable. | side. It was desired to have a harbour 

is absolutely necessary to makea harbour on | ¢Joseq against torpedo attack. That 


the eastern side. It should be done quickly : 
if England is to have a safe naval base inthe| 1 do not think a proper defence ; 


vicinity.” ; but, whether it is so or not, that 
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‘closed harbour exists, and I do not pro- 
pose to interfere with it, and that reason 
may be dismissed. Then it was said 
the east side did not offer immunity 
from artillery fire; but expert opinion 
was that not one shell in a thousand 
would probably reach the works, while 
the Committee reported that the danger 
on the west was fourteen times as great. 
Of course it was from the land that the 
danger of attack arose, and the Admi- 
ralty reasons for thinking the works 
safer and better placed on the west seem 
to me altogether inadequate. I have 
quoted authorities, and these are con- 
firmed by the unanimous Report of the 
Gibraltar Committee after the fullest 
inquiry and utmost efforts to obtain 


full acquaintance with the whole prob- | 


lem. The Committee reported unani- 
mously that No. 2 Dock on the western 
side should be abandoned, that a third 
of the workshops should be abandoned, 
and that all the storehouses on the 
western side should be 
It also recommended that a harbour 
with a dock should be built on the 
eastern side. As to the building of that 
harbour, we said it was imperative and 
absolutely necessary, and very strong 


language was used in regard to it in the | 
unanimous Report. Thenthere came the | 


intermediate proposal to which I re- 


fused to agree, but the final and non- | 


unanimous was practically the same as 
the original Report. It also recommended 
that No. 2 Dock should be abandoned, 


with the proviso, amounting to nothing, | 
delay was | 


that if any very serious 
likely to occur before the completion 


of the harbour and dock on the eastern | 


side No. 2 dock should be continued. 


It also recommended that one-third of | 
the workshops and also the storehouses | 


should be abandoned. It recommended 


the harbour on the eastern side, called | 


it a necessity, and said it was of the ut- 


most importance. Therefore, practically, | 


the unanimous interim and non-unani- 


mous final Reports recommended broadly | 


the same thing. Every Report known 


to me, and I think all are known—unless ; 


perhaps there be Reports at the Foreign 
Office, of which I have a shrewd suspicion 
—every Report and every authority is 
agreed as to the danger of the western 


side of Gibraltar, and the absolute 


necessity of building a harbour on the | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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eastern side. 
what did the Government do? On 
| 27th June last they announced that 
| they were going to continue and complete 
ithe bulk of the work contemplated on 
| the western side of the Rock, including 
| No. 2 Dock, and that, as to the eastern 
| side, they were about to institute care- 
ful surveys, and would then consider 
whether they would spend money on 
it or on some other service. They have 
}gone even further now, for they are 
| going now to increase the expenditure on 
| the dangerous western side. There is a 
| considerable sum down for work on the 
| western side, thereby increasing its 
_ danger and accessibility. 


Mr. PRETYMAN:: A large part of the 
expenditure has reference to the sugges- 
| tion of the hon. Member and others as to 
the eastern side. The reservoir is to be 
on the eastern side, and the quarters 
\for the dockyard staff are to be built 
on the north face of the Rock. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Where 


are the magazines to be ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN : Inside the Rock, 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Has_ not 
ithe hon. and gallant Gentleman abso- 
lutely given away his case? He is putting 
the reservoir on the eastern side, where 
it would be safe—that is, where the dock 
|and harbour should be—and he is going 
to put the magazines inside the Rock. 
| Pro tanto the statement of the hon. and 
| gallant Gentleman is an admission that 
the Report and authorities I have cited 
to the effect that the western side is 
the dangerous side are accurate, be- 
cause he has not put the water or 
the magazines there. On the 27th 
June the First Lord of the Admiralty 
told us that he had received the Report 
of this Gibraltar Commission. The House 
| has seen a portion of that Report, it has 
seen an eviscerated edition of it, but the 
| House has not seen—and I do not say it 
was possible that it should see—the very 
grave and serious reasons which actuated 
the Commission in making their Report. 
But the Government has seen those 
_reasons. The First Lord knew them, 
yet what happened? The First Lord 
went down to the House of Lords and 


| 
\ 
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told the House of Lords, forsooth, that he 
had decided against this Commission, 
composed of the best soldier, the best 
sailor, the best engineer, and the worst 
Member of Parliament. On what sort of 
evidence was that decision based? First 
of all, that he was not quite sure 
what the eastern harbour would cost, 
and, secondly, that when he went 
to Gibraltar he had the advantage 
of meeting Mr. Stevens, the master 
attendant, who told him that he dis- 
approved of the whole scheme. Mr. 
Stevens is one of the most able and 
excellent men of his class. He is the 
pilot who takes the vessels in and 
out of the mole; but he has never had 
it as his business to deal with politics 
or strategy ; nor did he have before him 
any of the information put before the 
Commission. It is little less than ridicu- 
lous, therefore, for the First Lord of the 
Admiralty to make Mr. Stevens a 
court of appeal against a Commission 
composed of the members I have men- 
tioned. 

Now, I frankly confess that I have 
arrived at the conviction that the Govern- 
ment always meant, whatever the Report 
of the Commission might be, to refuse to 
take any action—that they always meant 
to take precisely the course they have 
taken—to go on with the western works 
and to consider sine die about the eastern 
works. That opinion has grown on me. 
From the very first I observed that 
the First Lord absolutely refused to 
suspend any works on the western side. 
What he said was, “I will consider 
whether. it is a blunder to make the 
works on the western side; but mean- 
time I shall go on with them. If it 
is not a blunder it will be all right.’’ 
There is another point I wish to state, 
and that is that from the first to the last 
of this whole Gibraltar business—I am 
only saying now behind the First Lord’s 
back what I have told him to his face— 
I have not been treated with that 
candour and good faith which I had a 
right to expect. The House shall judge. 
The House will remember my motion 
of the 25th of February, which I sub- 
sequently withdrew on the promise of 
the right hon. Gentleman. A few days 
before that motion came on I was pri- 
vately approached, and asked whether 
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if an inquiry were granted I would join 
it myself. I naturally wrote to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, and said 
that before consenting to join the 
inquiry I should like to know what 
sort of an inquiry it would be. The 
answer was—and I have it in his own 
handwriting—that it would be a Com- 
mittee of three, or if I joined it of 
four, that the reference of the Com 
mittee was still to draw, and that 
the Committee would. report to the 
Admiralty, who would retain the right 
to publish the Report or not. Observe 
there was to be a reference, there was to 
be a Committee, and there was to be a 
Report. On that letter, I withdrew my 
motion and agreed to join the Committee, 
and I felt verygrateful tothe Government. 
Then the whole thing suddenly changed. 
What was my amazement, three days 
after I withdrew my motion, when 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House got up in this House and 
said that there was neither to be a Com- 
mission nor a Committee, that there was 
to be no reference and no Report. The 
House will understand that I then began 
to contract fears as to the result of the 
whole thing. I addressed another letter 
to the First Lord of the Admiralty 
pointing out the extreme danger of so 
amorphous a body not arriving at 
any settled conclusions, and of not 
being able to enforce them. I said that 
in this new state of things I must 
reserve my right at a given moment 
to make a full and ample statement to the 
House of Commons. That statement I am 
now making. Again, when the Committee 
returned to London a strange thing 
happened. On the 13th June last I said 
“The Committee came possibly under 
official influence.”” That was not correct. 
I now say it came certainly and undoubt- 
edly not only under official influence, 
but under official orders. I say that 
distinctly, and I will tell the House what 
I mean. At our meeting on the 27th 
of April in London, it was decided that 
we should call certain engineers and con 
tractors to give evidence with reference to 
contracts. Admiral Rawson, although 
it was not a Committee and had no 
chairman, acted as a sort of leader, 
and his secretary did all the writing. 
When we met on May 2nd he informed 
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the Committee that he had seen the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, that 
the First Lord held that the question of 
contracts was not before us, and that 
consequently we were not to call engi- 


neers or contractors as witnesses. I 
call that exercising official influence, 


and interfering with the action of the 
Commission in its own way of ‘doing its 


own work. We had: arranged to call certain 


witnesses, but ‘‘ No,” says the First Lord, 
“you are not to call them.” The First 
Lord is, in an Admiral’s opinion, above 
and beyond this world, and Admiral 
Rawson had no choice but to obey. But 
that is not all. On 3rd May we de- 
bated the question of storehouses, and a 
difference of recollection afterwards 
arose between Admiral Rawson and 
myself as to what had occurred, and I 
thereupon appealed to the shorthand 
writer's notes. Admiral Rawson said he 
should like to give me the shorthand 
writer’s notes, but he could not give them 
without the consent of the First Lord of 
the Admiralty. The First Lord refused his 


consent—that I call official interference— | 


{COMMONS} 





and to this day I am still refused the | 


shorthand notes of my own proceedings. | 
Consequently I am entirely debarred | 
from ascertaining whether Admiral | 
Rawson or myself was right in 


|remarks to a close. I 
our | 


recollection, as that could only be veri- | 


fied by these notes. When it came toa 


question of verification I had undoubtedly | 


a right to the record of the proceedings 
in which I had taken a part. 

Now I come to the draft Report. My | 
hon. and gallant friend spoke of my rejec- | 
tion of that Report as if it were an act of | 
temper on my part. No, Sir, it was an act | 
of policy. The original Report was to 
abandon No. 2 Dock, to abandon a third | 
of the workshops, and all the storehouses | 
on the western side, and to build a har-| 
bour and dock on the eastern side. The) 
draft Report submitted to me was, “ Do | | 
not abandon No. 2 Dock; go on and| 
complete it; partly continue the store- | 
houses, and abandon a third of the! 
workshops. The essential difference 
was this: 


No. 2 
draft Report 
should be completed. 


recommended that 


that whereas in the unani-| proved. 
mous Report it was recommended that | that I 
Dock should be abandoned, the | fluence was 
it the Committee to alter their Report. 
I have always| That I do not say. 
held and have said in this House that the | I submit, 
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Gibraltar works was made by Lord 
Goschen. It was his exaggeration of the 
works and his refusal to listen to argu- 
ments against them that has brought 
about this great danger. After we had 
returned home it was proposed to me 
that I should sign this sentence: ‘ Lord 
Goschen was quite right in increasing 
the works in 1896.” I was not pre- 
pared to whitewash Lord Goschen. I 
think he was at the bottom of most of the 
mischief, and I hold that he made one of 
the greatest mistakes possible. My hon. 
and gallant friend says I should have re- 
mained on the Committee and signed a 
Minority Report. What would have 
happened? I said to myself, “I shall 
be outvoted, and if I make a Minority 
Report it will not naturally have the 
same importance as the Majority Report. 
But if I resign what will happen will 
be that the other members will probably 
reconsider this proposed draft Report, 
and, as sailors say, ‘ walk it back.’” 
That is exactly what happened. When 
I did resign, the Committee apparently 
reconsidered their Report, and so altered 
it back again as to make it very nearly 
approach what the original Report was. 

I am drawing my incontinently long 
am extremely 
sorry to bring these personal matters 
forward. It has become rather a rer- 


/sonal matter, but its importance does 


not lie in the personalities imported 
into it. It lies in this: that His 


| Majesty’s Government have never dealt 


with complete candour in this matter. 
In my belief, after the First Lord of the 
Admiralty had become convinced of the 
/ dangers of the western side and of the 
/ necessity of making a harbour on the 
eastern side—as I think he must have 
been by all the Reports I have quoted— 
he was weaned back and lost his faith, 
perhaps by the action of that overweening 
Works Department, and withdrew from 
the resolution he had made. 

One word before I finish. I have said 
that the Committee came under official 
influence and orders. That I! have 

But let it not be supposed 
suggest that that official in- 
used in order to induce 


I. have shown, 
that both official influence 


great mistake in connection with these and official orders were used, but 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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I by no means say that they went to us then that we should lose no time 
so far as to induce the Commis-| in strengthening our position in Gib- 
sioners to alter their Report, and,|raltar, it is far more important now. I 
in fact, in the end they did not| have conducted this business with many 
materially alter it. The final Report was | imperfections and shortcomings, but I 
very much the same as that agreed to at | have done my best. Again and again I 
Gibraltar. Although, so far as I know,| have gone to the Government’ with 
every one of the competent military | reference to this very serious and im- 
authorities agree with me in the views | portant question before taking any steps 
I have taken about Gibraltar, I am | in this House, and it was only because | 
perfectly well aware there are men) had been unable to get any satisfaction 





opposed to me. I believe that the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean is opposed to me, and I 
saw a statement a little time ago that 
Lord Charles Beresford did not agree 
with me, and Mr. Stevens is also 
opposed to me. I am sorry for that, 
but I still believe that I am right, and 
the reason I believe I am right is that 
the more I examine into this matter the 
more I see that only one opinion is enter- 
tained by competent military authorities 
regarding it. I can assure the House I 
have given much time and trouble to 
this matter, because I felt that it was of 
the greatest national importance. But 
if it were a matter of importance when I 
took it up, it is of far greater importance 
and significance now. My right hon. 
friend | am sure knows—if he does not 
know I will venture to assert it now in 
the face of the House—that not once or 
twice, but many times during the last 
two years certain Powers of Europe have 
come together with the suggestion of a 
combination against this country. I 
assert that. I. know not what the 
course of events may be during the next 
few months, nor what further tempta- 
tions or further opportunity may again 
tempt the same or other Powers to come 
together with the proposal of combined 
action against this country. Into their 
calculations Gibraltar must enter, and 
Gibraltar will enter into the survey of 
the question as an element, as I have 
said, not of strength, as it should, but of 
weakness against us. That would result 
in the creation, I fear, of serious times 
and possibly of serious danger to this 
country. If it were the case that Gib- 
raltar was important when its defences 
were reported on in 1894 by Captain 
Buckle, in 1900 by Sir John Ardagh, in 
1900 by Sir R. Biddulph, in 1891 by 
Major-General Slade, and again in 1901 
by Sir George White—if it was important 





from the Government that-I was at last 
compelled to take public action. 1 feel, 
whatever this House may decide, that 
at least I have done my duty, and I only 
hope that the Government, before it is 
too late, will take such action as will 
restore Gibraltar to the position it ought 
to hold. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): At this time of 
the year we ought to try to be as short 
as we possibly can. The real question 
| before the House this afternoon is what 
| course we are to take on the Bill which 
| has been presented to us by the Govern- 
;ment. I shall have a word to say with 
‘regard to Gibraltar later on, but my 
reference will be very brief indeed, 
| because I think the arguments put 
| before us ought not to affect the vote we 
are to give on this Bill. I quite admit 
that if we want to carp and make small 
criticisms, even criticisms of some im- 
portance, but which do not go to the root 
| of the matter, ground may be found for 
voting against the Second Reading. I 
admit that the Bill is very late. It ought 
to have been introduced earlier by the 
Government, and possibly the manage- 
ment of business may have been pro- 
ductive of its lateness. But I was sorry 
to hear my hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee mention that as a ground why 
the official Opposition is going to oppose 
the Bill to-day. It seems to me that is an 
entirely insufficient argument for voting 
against the Bill, and if lateness only can 
be alleged it is not proper to take that 
course. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
reason why I made that suggestion was 
because of the new works. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Malta is 
one of the largest items. Is my hon. 
friend prepared to take the responsi- 
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bility of voting against the work at Malta, | doubt in the mind of the Civil Lord of 
and of saying that his opinion and the} the Admiralty. I confess I did not 
opinion of laymen like ourselves ought to| quite understand the grounds on which 
prevail against the opinion of the ad-| he said the whole reserve of coal was to be 
visers of the Admiralty ? That seems to| placed on the mainland. It seems “to 
me to be a most dangerous argument. | me that his argument that it would be 
It strikes at the very root of Bills of this | difficult to defend a naval establishment 
kind, and not only against the Bill, but| on the mainland was a reason for not 
against the WorksVote. The hon.Member | placing the reserve depot of coal there. 
for West Islington has well-known views | [ am told that there is to be combination 
on this subject, which we all respect.|on the Second Reading of this Bill by 
Some of us think that he is wrong, and| Members holding very different views. 
that he has not got to the root of the|Some hon. Members intend to vote 
matter. He said just now in moving | against the Second Reading, because the 
his Amendment that each of these Bills| Bill is late, and some on grounds of 
was a conspiracy. economy, like the hon. Member for West 
Islington, and the Irish and Welsh 

Mr. LOUGH: I think the right hon. | Members, will vote against it because of 
Baronet ought to read the sentence. 1) their special views as to where the money 
did not intend anything like that. I} ought to be spent. We all understand 
meant a conspiracy of extravagance. the views of the Irish Members, who 
object to all expenditure of this kind. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Then it is a| But the views put forward by the hon. 
conspiracy of extravagance which the| Member who spoke for them this after- 
hon. Member for Dundee inaugurated,| noon, and the views put forward by 
because the first of those Bills was his. | Welsh and Scotch Members, are wholly 
The starting of the system was by the/ untenable. It is impossible to contend 
hon. Member, and so far as the question | that in the naval expenditure of this 
of amount is concerned, this Bill is less | country we select Pembroke because it is 
important than previous Bills, because | in Wales, or some other particular station 
the new items are smaller. I said there| because it is in Ireland; and it is a 
were many points which might be urged | curious fact that the point which the 
against the Bill, if we wished to take small! Welsh Members have in view is caused 
points of criticism. We ought to have} by the very fact that the Navy prefers 
been told how much is to be spent in the | Irish bases, and the Military Works Bill 
present year under this Bill and the/ is largely concerned with the establish- 
Military Works Bill. We have had no} ment of an important base in Ireland. 
estimate of that. I agree with my hon. | That policy is continued in the present 
and gallant friend the Member for Yar-| Bill, but these points ought not to weigh 
mouth—these are not his words, but this| with the House of Commons. I would 
is their effect—that there is in all these} ask hon. Members why money is 
Bills certain evidence of the absence of a| expended on Simon’s Bay or at Hong 
directing mind in the two great Depart-| Kong. It goes to Simon’s Bay because 
ments responsible for these measures, | it is our naval base at the Cape, and on 
and an absence of evidence that the Com-| the route to India and Australia in time 
mittee of Defence of the Cabinet has| of war. Money goes to Hong Kong 
really considered these questions ; but, | because that is our base for fighting 
unless we can adequately criticise the | preparations in the Far East. All these 
particular items from that point of view, | local considerations are unworthy of the 
I do not think that that is a sufficient | attention of the House. The hon. Mem- 
reason for voting against the Bill. ye ber for King’s Lynn delivered a very 
are the criticisms in detail which have! powerful speech. His speeches always 
been directed against the items in this| are powerful, and make a very con- 
measure ? The hon. Member for King’s | siderable impression on those who hear 
Lynn says that the money which is to|}them. I am sure that some hon. Mem- 
be spent in Hong Kong ought to have} bers will vote against this Bill because, 
been spent on the mainland. There, I| basing themselves on the authority of my 
thought, there was a certain amount of| hon. friend, they will believe that, if a 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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mistake has been made in one particular | fore 
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790 
the 


Bill. 


the House must discuss 


case, they are right in assuming that question from the point of view that 
this expenditure is of a wasteful kind. | the military circumstances have not 


The hon. Member for King’s Lynn seems 
to me to have changed his ground since 
he first took up the question of Gibraltar. 
I was very much interested in the ques- 
tion, because I got up a deputation 
to Lord Rosebery on the subject in 1893 
or 1894, and I was one of those who very 
strongly pressed the creation of docks in 
Gibraltar at that time, At that time 
the hon. Member was a strong partisan 
of the creation of one dock, and when 


I heard his right hon.friend and colleague | 


the present President of the Board of 
Agriculture propose “docks” in the 
plural I confess I thought he was acting 
in collusion with the hon. Member, but it 
appears that I was wrong. At all events, 
the hon. Member was at that time a 
strong partisan of a dock at Gibraltar. 
When he wrote his pamphlet and made 
his first speech on the subject his allega- 
tion was that the circumstances had 
wholly changed. He alleges now that 
political circumstances had grown 
grave, but what he then alleged 
was that the purely military and techni- 
eal circumstances had changed. That 
I was prepared to deny. His ground 
was that the Boer war had shown the 
invisibility and mobility of modern 
ordnance. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It was not 
the military situation which had changed, 
but the knowledge of the capacity of 
modern ordnance. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I am certain 
that the Admiralty were aware ot 
all the facts from the first. They were 
discussed at the private deputation to 
Lord Rosebery, and at a conference 
which many Members of this House had 
with the advisers of the Government 
after the deputation. The only new point 
which is even alleged by any person who 
knows the details is that, although we 
knew that 9-inch guns would be in- 
visible and mobile, and that the docks 
would be under easy fire from guns which 
possibly could not be easily located, we 
thought that such guns would require 
beds of concrete which would take 
six months to prepare. It is not so. 
That is the only new fact. 


There- , 


changed by reason of what has occurred 
in South Africa. As regards the political 
situation, it is a very difficult matter to 
discuss. The Government cannot dis- 
cuss it, and even private Members are 
only able to discuss it with the greatest 
possible reserve. It is obvious that in 
the event of a general war Spain would 
think twice before joining our enemies. 
Spain would be likely not only to be 
neutral, but to defend her neutrality. 
She has nothing to gain by joining our 
enemies, because if she made Gibraltar 
untenable for us Spain would not be 
able to gain possession of it herself. 
There are other obvious considerations 
which would make it unlikely that Spain 
would join our enemies for the purpose 
of attacking Gibraltar, or open her 
country for the purpose of allowing the 
passage of an army hostile to us. 

The hon. Member for West Islington 
objects to all this expenditure ; he wants 
to reduce it. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn wishes to greatly increase 
it. How much does the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn say could be saved 
on the west side of Gibraltar ? 
As I understood him, his underlying 
impression is that very little money 
indeed would be saved on the western 
side, but enormous expenditure would 
be incurred on the eastern side. It 
is quite possible that the hon. Member 
or King’s Lynn might tempt me to 
follow him in recommending expenditure 
on the eastern side, but he would not 
have the support of the hon. Member for 
West Islington, because he objects to all 
expenditure on new works, and I am 
inclined to agree with the Government 
that the expenditure on the eastern side 
would be very heavy indeed. I do not 
say that it should not be undertaken. 
I am very sensible of the importance of 
Gibraltar as a naval base. I believe it 
to be essential for the Mediterranean 
Fleet, but I cannot join with the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn in mini- 
mising the expenditure an establishment 
upon the east side would involve. He 
estimates it can be done for less than 
half the amount estimated by the respon- 
sible advisers of the Government. My 
hon. friend said that a mole could be 
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seas are not heavy on that side. I know 
something of the Mediterranean coast. 
A cushion of air does not prevent 
breakers striking on the shore and 
moving great rocks. I know the 
shore of Gibraltar, and I believe the 
expenditure on the eastern side would 
be very great. I can congratulate the 
hon. Member for West Islington in 
having obtained the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn as a recruit against this Bill. 
Those who will oppose the Bill will oppose 
it on varying grounds indeed, but I want 
to ask the House to consider that this is 
expenditure which the advisers of the 
Admiralty think necessary for the safety 
of the Fleet. All the opponents of the 
Bill, with the exception of the Irish 
Members, favour naval as contrasted 
with military expenditure. We are all 
agreed that the present expenditure of 
the country is enormously great, but 
the expenditure in this Bill is mainly for 
things which are necessary to a mobile 
fleet. It is not to be expended in mere 


“bricks and mortar,” but in docks and 
coaling facilities which our Fleet abso- | 
I confess I have not heard | 


lutely needs. 
any argument advanced which should 
lead the House to disapprove of the Bill. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I cannot help thinking that, at all 
events as far as the advocacy of this 
Bill is concerned, the speech to which we 
have just listened and the very able 
statement of my hon. friend in intro- 
ducing the Second Reading of the Bill, 
are really quite adequate. Although 
I feel a little tempted to take up some of 
the points in the debate, I can resist that 
temptation because it is most desirable 
that the House should, if possible, come 
to a decision on the Bill. I quite admit 
that the matter has derived unexpected 


importance since the Opposition have | 


officially informed us that they are 
opposed to the new works in the 
Bill. [Opposition cries of ‘ No!”] 
The representative of the Admiralty 


under the Liberal Government said so, | 
and there was nothing in his speech to, 


suggest that he had departed from the 
usual practice, which is that the ex- 


{COMMONS} 


erected on the eastern side because the | sents the views of his colleagues on the 
a with which that Department is 
When I heard the hon. and 
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| concerned. 

learned Gentleman I supposed that he 
| gave the opinions of those who sit with 
| him on the bench. As long as it is clear 
that he did not I am content, and I hope 
that the House will now take a division, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he agreed with the First Lord 
of the Treasury that, in view of other 
business, it was desirable to take a 
division on this Bill, and he therefore 
did not propose for a moment to stand 
between the House and the division; 
but he could not allow a division to be 
taken without entering a protest against 
the expenditure proposed in the Bill. 
He felt bound to protest against money 
| . 1° 
| being spent on Gibraltar when paltry 
| sums were refused to Ireland for the 
| purpose of enabling the people there to 
earn a livelihood. What took place on 
ithe previous day? He himself waited 
/on the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant, asking for a grant of a few 
thousand pounds for the improvement 
of the Liscannor Harbour with a view to 
permitting the development of an im- 
portant industry—a large quarry which 
had been acquired by some Liverpool 
gentlemen, who declared that if the 
harbour were put into a condition to 
accommodate fair sized ships they could 
treble the output of the quarries and give 
three times as much employment as at 
present to the people in the locality. 
He was sympathetically listened to by the 
right hon. Gentleman, but the only con- 
solation he got was the information 
that at present no public funds were 
available for the purpose, and _ that 
when some could be set free the claims 
of the harbour would be considered. 
Now he did appeal to the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, if he were in a 
position like himself, he would not 
strongly protest against millions upon 
millions being voted for works at Gib- 
raltar, while it was impossible to get 
only a few thousand pounds to meet 
the crying necessities of one of the 
poorest parts of Ireland. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would devote a 
‘few moments to considering the claims 
of Liseannor Harbour in the county of 











representative of a Department repre-| Clare. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 





793 
Que 


Acland 
Agg-G 
Agnew 
Allen, | 
Anson, 
Arnold 
Atkins 
Bagot, 
Balcar: 
Balfou 
Balfou: 
Balfour 
Balfour 
Bathur 
Beach, | 
Bhown: 
Bignolc 
Blunde 
Boscaw 
Brassey 
Brown, 
Bull, W 
Bullard 
Burdett 
Cavend: 
Cavend 
Cayzer, 
Cecil, E 
Cecil, Le 
Chambe 
Chambe 
Chapma 
Clare, O 
Coghill, 
Cohen, | 
Collings. 
Colomb, 
Colston, 
Colville, 
Corbett, 
Cox, Irw 
Cripps, ¢ 
Crombie 
Davies, 
Dickson, 
Dilke, Ri 
Douglas, 
Doxford, 
Duke, H 
Durning 
Elibank, 
Evans,Si 
Fellowes, 
Fergusso: 
Fielden, | 
Finlay, S 
Fisher, V 
Fitzmaur 
Flannery 
Fowler, F 
Gordon, H 


Abraham, 
Barry, E. 
Bell, Rich 


VOL. 


799 


1 the 
nt is 
. and 
it’ he 
with 
clear 
hope 
ision, 


lare, 
Lord 
other 
ke a 
efore 
stand 
sion ; 
to be 
rainst 
Bill. 
Loney 
valtry 
r the 
re to 
ce on 
raited 
Lord 
. few 
ment 
ew to 
1 im- 
which 
rpool 
the 
yn to 
could 
1 give 
as at 
“ality. 
yy the 
7 con- 
ation 
were 
that 
‘laims 
lered. 
Lord 
2 in a 
not 
upon 
_ Gib- 
o get 
meet 
f the 
d the 
ote a 
laims 
aty of 








793 Naval Works 


Question put. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud) | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW. (Leeds 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. | 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks | 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 
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Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
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Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
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| Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.RobtWilliam | 
Hardy, Laurence(KentAshford 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


| Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 

| Heath,James(Staffords , N.W.) | 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 

' Reid, James (Greenock) 

, Remnant, James Farquharson 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampstead | 
Holland, William Henry 


| Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
| Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent,Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 
| Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 


| Law, Andrew Bonar 


Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephI’.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


{ Loder,’Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) | 


Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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| Malcolm, Ian 
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Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 178 ; Noes, 
(Division List No 473.) 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 


| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
| Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 


Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Penn, John 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rutherford, John 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Strachey, Edward 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Theodore‘Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Williams, Rt. HnJPowell-(Birm. 
Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks., E.R.) 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldweil, James 
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Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


{COMMONS} 


Leamy, Edmund 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Moss, Samuel 


| Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 


Nolan, J. (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, James F’. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.)} 





Bill. 


O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund ( Dundee} 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair. John (Fortarshire) 
Spencer,RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n, N 


_ Tully, Jasper 


Ure, Alexander 
White, Patrick (Meath, North; 


Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse, C. KE. H.( Bristol. E. 
Joyce, Michael 


O’Dowd, John 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton), in moving 
the Second Reading of the Military Works 
Bill, said he thought that, in the cireum- 
stances in which he was placed, it would 
be best to reserve anything he had to say 
until he had heard the criticisms which 
might be made upon the measure. 
He might, however, take that oppor- 
tunity of answering a question addressed 
to him some little time ago by the right 
hon. ‘Baronet the Member for Forest 
of Dean and say that the whole of the 
money taken under this Bill in respect 
of defence works was for the defence of 
those stations which, in the opinion of 
the Army and Navy. it was to their 
interest to defend. and was not taken for 
the defence of the country presuming 
that an actual invasion had taken 
place. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: It is mainly 
for naval bases. 


Lorp STANLEY replied that that 
was So. 





O’Connor, T. P. 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


(Liverpool) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Henry 
J. Wilson. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sirk ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 
said it would be somewhat of a reflection 
on their vigilance if they did not ask 
for some explanation of a Bill of that 
importance introduced at so late a 
period of the session. The House were 
asked to vote six millions of money— 
a sum very similar to that involved in 
the Bill which had just been read a 
second time. He was bound to express 
his great regret that the Bill was not 
introduced at the same time as the 
Army Estimates, because they would 
then have known earlier in the session 
what was the total amount of military 
expenditure to which the House was 
committed for the present year. It 
had been stated by one of the highest 
financial authorities of the country— 
Lord Welby—that the expenditure con- 
templated under this Bill was military 
expenditure in every sense of the word, 
and that consequently they ought to add 
on to the amount already voted on the 
Army Estimates the sum involved in 
this Bill. He would like to remind 
the House that, irrespective of the 
£58,000,000 voted for the purposes of 
the war in South Africa and China, 
they had passed Army Estimates for 
£29,685,000. This Bill involved an 
expenditure of £6,352,500, so that 
the total military expenditure to 
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which 


Military Works 


this country was committed 


for the present year for peace Esti- | 
This | 
was the third of these Military Works 


mates alone was £36,037,500. 
Bills which had been brought in of late 
years. The first was in 1897, and made 
provision for military works to the 
extent of £5,458,000 ; in 1899 another 
four millions were voted, and the aggre- 
gate total under those two Acts and 
the present Bill was £15,810,000. In 
addition to this enormous sum, there 
had been spent the sum of £4,100,000 
under the Barracks Act. So that, in 
the five years, since 1897, they had spent 
£4.000,000 a year upon these military 
works. He wished to ask a question 
which he thought was very relevant to the | 
Bill. He could not understand why, 

looking as the unexpended balances, 

they should be asked for any money at all. 

According to the Report of the Comp- 

troller and Auditor General laid before 

the Committee of which he had the 

honour to be chairman, there was an ' 
unexpended balance of £7,646,000 in- 
regard to military expenditure. and, 
if that were so, he desired to ask why this | 
Bill was necessary at all. What had 

become of these seven millions, and why | 
were they not used for the purposes | 
of the present Bill? He desired to ask, | 
too, for an explanation of the item of | 
£460,000 for the provision of barracks | 
on Salisbury Plain, in view of the state- | 
msnt of the Secretary of State for War 
that there was not the least intention 
of creating a second Aldershot there or of | 
erecting a great number of permanent | 
barracks on the Plain. What. then, 
was the meaning of this enormous sum 
for barracks ? He thought they were | 
also entitled to some explanation of the | 

astonishing item of £80,000 for barracks 
at Windsor. He recollected perfectly | 
well when both the barracks there were | 
rebuilt, and surely they could not now 

he in such a state as to require an expendi- | 
ture of £80,000 on them now. Even 

if it were so he would ask the House to 

consider was it probable that so much , 
would be spent in the current year on | 
one military station. It was extremely 

improbable, and the House was entitled 

to know, therefore, why sucha large sum 

was now asked for. One other point he | 
would like to raise. 
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|any provision for cubicles for soldiers ? 


_ than could be oceupied. 
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He quite recognised the wish to get a 
better class of recruits, which could 
probably be done if their sleeping accom- 
modation were improved. He _ there- 
fore sincerely hoped that some portion 
of the projected enormous outlay would 
go to provide cubicles. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
tordshire, Lichfield) said he had known 
for some time that Salisbury Plain was 
to be converted into a big camp like 
Aldershot, but he would like to know 
why many other places were to be 
treated in a similar manner. Wooden 
huts were being put up at Aldershot, 
Kildare, Lichfield, Salisbury, and Shorn- 
cliffe, and he submitted that that was 
not a convenient method of housing 
the troops. The huts put up in the 
days of the Crimean War had proved 
productive of the greatest possible dis- 
comfort to the troops, and he believed 
that we had already far more of them 
He remembered 
in connection with some erected at 
Shorncliffe Camp that the men occupy- 
ing them last winter were up to their 
knees in mud and water because the site 


| was not properly drained, and he trusted 


that the authorities would at least take 
care that a similar state of things should 
not recur. He rose mainly to ask what 
was being done in regard to the provision 
of ranges. He was told the other day, 
in answer to a question, that five new 
ranges had been opened this year and 
only one or two closed. He thought that, 


, considering the feeling throughout the 


country, and the unanimous agreement 
jas to the necessity for more ranges, the 
War Office had during the last three years 
been most lax in its efforts in the direction 
of providing ranges in all the districts 
where there was a large number of 
troops. It was a mistake to give our 
attention to defensive works and neglect 
the training of our people in shooting. 
Until we provided ranges, however, 
our people could not learn to shoot. 
He might instance the case of Lichfield. 
There was a large military depot there, 
and a considerable number of troops, 
Regulars and Volunteers, in the district 


Had the Financial yet they had to be sent a long distance 


Secretary included in the Estimate | by train for shooting g practice every year, 


2H 2 é 
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the money expended on their fares being | hon. friend would give an assurance 

far more than sufficient to provide the | that no part of the million already voted, 

interest of the capital sum that would, and of the £750,000 now proposed, 

be required for the acquirement of a| would be expended upon anything, but 

range on the spot. He hoped the War | sea faces at great ports. 

Office would make an effort to obtain | 

more ranges all over the country. | 

He blamed the Government for bringing | Lorp STANLEY said he had already 

in this Bill, affecting £6,000,000 of new , stated that the money for defence pur- 

works, at so late a period of the session, | poses was voted simply and solely for the 

when half the Members had started for defence of those harbours which, in the 

their holidays. ret | opinion of the naval and military autho- 
rities, it was absolutely necessary to 


defend. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB agreed with the 
last speaker as to the undesirableness 
of bringing in such an important Bill at | *Str JOHN COLOMB said he was very 
so late a period of the session, but he did | sorry he was not in the House when the 
not think the War Office was altogether | statement was made. This was done, 
responsible for that. The difficulty of it seemed, by the joint action of the naval 
discussing a measure like that was very|and military authorities. Was it the 
great indeed, but he would not keep the, naval authorities who demanded, for 
House very long, as he did not think it; naval reasons, that more money should 
possible to discuss the policy underlying , be spent on the sea faces of the different 
the Bill. Let him take the first item | ports? He knew exactly what the pro- 
for defence works. ‘The figures for these cedure was. <A particular department 
totalled £2,870,000. A million of that of the War Office had to deal solely with 
was voted under the Works Act of 1899. | the question of fortifications and works ; 
A principle was thereby established, | it was its duty to make plans, and then 
against which he wished once more, imagine all possibilities of attack, and it 
to protest. A new departure was made | therefore demanded the construction of 
then when the House was asked to pro-| works to meet such possibilities ; but 
vide a million of money blindfold for| nothing had occurred to increase the 
defensive works. In the course of the | probabilities of ships attacking ports. 
debate he was told the money was re-| The tendency of modern times and 
quired for works and not for armaments, | modern artillery was more and more 
and he wished now to say that there was | reducing the probability of attack by 
no record in the parliamentary history | ships upon fixed positions. He was glad 
of this country for voting large sums! to hear that this money would only te 
of money for defence works in this way. | spent on works for sea faces, but he 
This year another three-quarters of a| thought the House were really entitled 
million was to be added. He wished to; to more information, as they were in- 
ask his noble friend whether he would | creasing the Army Vote in a way which 
give the House any information as to} could not be justified on any principle. 
how and where this money was to be| Passing to the question of barrack ex- 
spent. | penditure, he said that since the last great 
|army reform we had spent under this 

| head a total of over seventeen millions. 

Lorp STANLEY: No. | In 1872 the House approved a loan oi 
£3,500,000 for the purpose of building 
barracks at certain points to meet the 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB said his opinion | exigencies of the mobilisation scheme 
was that the Government had opened | then existing. He did not know whether 
the door in a manner detrimental to the | the whole of that sum had yet been 
interests of the House and to its safety.| expended. But our army system had 
This question of defence works could only | since been completely changed. In 1890 
be determined by the main principles! a Barracks Act was passed sanctioning 
of our policy of defence. Perhaps his! an outlay of £4,100,000, and in 1897 

Mr, Courtenay Warner, 
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there was a further Vote of £2,989,000 ; ciple, beeause he thought it contained 
and in 1899 £2,770,000 was granted, extravagant proposals. He desired now 
thus giving a total, including the sum of to point out to the House the difficulty 
£4,207,000 now asked for, of £17,566,000. | of the position in which they were placed. 
Many of the barracks were not now The Naval Works Bill asked for a sum of 
occupied. Rates and taxes were being £6,100,000, and many of his hon. friends 
paid, and it would be far cheaper to sell objected to criticism on naval expendi- 
them, and thus provide money for the ture, although they held that military out- 
new ones now required. He objected | lay stood on a different footing. This 
to the course which was being followed | Military Works Bill asked for £6,350,000, 
in this matter, as indicating a policy of | and it was a noteworthy fact that imme- 
military defence against invasion. The | diately money was voted for the Navy. 
War Office had got into a panic about | the military authorities followed suit and 
many hundred thousand foreign troops | asked for even more money for the 
marching about England, and they! Army. It was a great pity they were 
unnecessarily exaggerated the dangers. asked for this money at so late a period 
He was sorry to note the tendency! of the session. He would submit one 
to create permanent barracks at | point to his right hon. friend the Member 
our great camps of instruction. He | for East Wolverhampton as a great finan- 
believed in distributing the troops over | cial expert. As had been pointed out by 
the country. It was not only an expen-| the hon. and gallant Member who last 
sive policy, but an unwise policy, for the spoke, the great fault of the Bill was 
popularity of the army would be affected that it asked for a large sum of money 
if the opportunities for seeing it were for the building of barracks when two- 
diminished. The people, in fact, liked | thirds of the amount voted for the same 
to see the soldiers. Finally, he wished | purpose years ago were still unexpended 
to protest against the pursuance of a/ In 1890 £4,400,000 were voted for the 
policy which the House had never had} building of barracks, and that amount 
an opportunity of fully discussing. 'had not yet been completely expended. 
| In 1897 and 1899 £5,759,000 were voted 

|for the same purrose, of which only 

Mr. LOUGH hoped that the hon. | £1,900,000 had been expended. The 
and gallant Member would support by War Office had, therefore, in hand 
his vote the opinions to which he had £4,000,000 for barracks over and above 
just given expression. what was asked for that purpose in this 
| Bill. That day the Government were 

asking for a further £4,207,000. Surely 

Sir JOHN COLOMB: No, there are | they might well pause before sanctioning 
items in the Bill which I approve, and I such an expenditure as that. Barracks 
cannot, therefore, vote against it. were constantly becoming unsuitable ; 
| and it was desirable, therefore, that they 

/should not go too far in advance of the 

Mr. LOUGH said the position of the requirements of the country in this 
hon. and gallant Member was perfectly respect. They ought to hesitate before 
logical, but he would like to point out sanctioning any further expenditure. 
that he also approved some of the items i Some of the proposed items of outlay 
in the Bill, but he held it to be the duty were undoubtedly very questionable. 
of the legitimate opposition to vote against Egypt appeared in the Bill for the first 
a Bill which it was contended was based time, and £164,000 was asked for for 
on wrong principles. He did not propose barracks there. Why should we spend 
to occupy much time in moving the money there? We got nothing out of 
rejection of the Bill, because many of the! that country, and if Egypt benefited 
arguments on which he relied had already by the services of our skilful financial 
heen submitted to the House, and it was | administrators, surely the least she could 
not necessary for him to repeat them. \do was to make the necessary provision 
With regard to the Naval Works Bill | for the housing of our troops. The hon. 
which had just been disposed of, he and gallant Member for GreatYarmouth 
wished to say he was not entirely against | had condemned the tendency to build big 
it; he only divided against it on prin-: barracks in certain centres instead cf dis- 
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tributing the troops in isolated districts. 
But the policy of concentration appa- 
rently was being departed from in that 
Bill. Barracks were to be built at 
several places in Ireland—at Cavan, 
Belturbet, and Enniskillen, for instance. 
He did not believe in the clamours for the 
expenditure of public money in Ireland. 
It was not always productive of benefit 
to the people. Again, barracks were 
being built in the West Indies. A good 
deal was being said about the new pro- 
posal, but he would like to obtain some 
information as to what had happened 
with regard to the old proposals for the 
erection of barracks, and also what 
had become of the seven millions odd 
still unexpended. The second portion 
of the Bill dealt with defence works. 
Here, again, there was a large amount 
of money unexpended, and in this matter 
hon. Members were in an extraordinary 
position. The works were kept a pro- 
found secret. In 1897-8 £2,150,000 was 
voted, and of that £620,000 remained 
unspent. Surely the House ought to 
inquire what had been done with the 
money already voted before they went on 
to vote more money. What, for instance, 
had been done in the direction of pro- 
viding for the defence of London?) Was 
any money now being asked for that 
purpose ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Not a single penny 
is being taken except for the defence of 
sea faces. 


Mr. LOUGH said they ought to have 
been told what had been done with the 
money already voted. The only reasonable 
demand in the Bill seemed to him to be 
that for rifle ranges. More money was 
wanted for that purpose. Why, then, 
was not a small Bill passed dealing with 
that matter alone? Nothing good had 
been said about the Bill, and for the 
reasons he had given he begged to move 
that it be read a second time that day 
three months. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day tnree months.’ ”’—(.Vr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, *‘ That the word 


{COMMONS} 
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HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
a good deal of 


Mr. 
thought there was 
truth in some of the complaints 
made by his hon. friend. The Govern- 
ment seemed to have gone out of 
their way to put those who were 
desirous to support them on matters 
of this kind in a very difficult position. 
He was always loth to refuse to vote 
money which the responsible Govern- 
ment of the day declared was necessary 
for the support of the policy of the coun- 
try, and accordingly he voted for the 
Naval Works Bill, although he was not 
satisfied with everything in it. In 
regard to this Bill, however, he was ina 
still more difficult position. He did not 
like to refuse money demanded for the 
military policy of the Government. He 
would, however, be glad to know what 
were the reasons for the excessive want 
of information from which the House 
suffered. It could not be for the sake of 
secrecy, because it was notorious that 
every foreign Government knew what 
was being done in matters of this sort 
a very short time after they had been 
put in hand. There was the question 
of policy to be considered, whether money 
was being wasted which might be em- 
ployed more profitably in other ways. 
He quite recognised the difficulties of the 
position in which the Government were 
placed. It might be that by their misfor- 
tune —he would not say their fault—the 
Government had had to bring forward 
this Bill at a time when it could hardly be 
discussed; but it was unfortunate that 
they could not give the House informa- 
tion as to the nature and objects of the 
expenditure. He thought that those 
who systematically voted with the 
Government of the day in these matters 
whenever they could had been placed 
in a very difficult position. He found it 
very difficult to differ from the Govern- 
ment when they said they required 
a large sum for the military defence 
of the country, but he thought they 
ought to have selected for making their 
proposals some time of the year when 
there would have been an opportunity 
of discussing them. He thought they 
were entitled to a more complete state- 
ment than they had had from His 
Majesty's Ministers on the present occa- 
sion. 





‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr, Lough. 
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Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, E.) | 
asked for information on the subject | 
of rifle ranges. The head “ Rifle 
Ranges’ was divided into three sub- | 
heads, artillery and rifle ranges, training 
grounds, and half a million for mobilisa- 
tion and store rooms. Now several 
hon. Members would be glad to know 
what money had already been expended : 
under the Military Works Act, 1899. A 
sum of £40,000 was voted for ranges— 
how much of that remained unexpended ? , 
He hoped that the noble Lord would see | 
that the money now asked for was. 
spread fairly all over the country and not 
laid out in one particular district, and 
he would like to point out that the | 
absence of good ranges had a very bad 
effect on recruiting for the rifle Volun- 
teers. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) challenged the doctrine that 
they ought not lightly to accept the 
serious responsibility of narrowly criti- 
cising and rejecting the Estimates made 
by experts. If the House agreed to spend 
money whenever an expert came and 
demanded a million for this, and another 
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| present 





million for that, the result would be— 
and indeed was in this case—alarming. | 
He challenged the previous Bill brought | 
before the House two years ago, and 
compared the amount asked for then’ 
with the money spent for the same 
purposes by other great military Powers. 

Since that time this country had added 

something like thirty millions to the 

annual expenditure on ‘the Navy and_ 
Army. There had been already voted | 
for the Navy thirty-seven millions, and 

for the Army very nearly thirty millions. | 
Now the House was asked to vote 
another six and a half millions. Taking 

the money which had been spent on the | 
Army in India, that meant that our) 
military forces would cost this year, | 
apart from the war, £90,500,000. That ' 
was an alarming state of things. There. 
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military expnditure this year, including 
this Bill and the war, was 160 millions. 
Was it not time that the problem was 
faced ? Some time or other this expendi- 
ture must be stopped. No country could 
stand it. In France they were spending 
forty millions on the Army and the Navy, 
and their army was vastly superior to 
ours, though, of course, their navy was 
inferior. But their expenditure had been 
stationary for the last few years, whereas 
our own had leaped up from forty to 
ninety millions. The voluntary system 
did not make all the difference, for the 
pay only meant about ten millions. 
How was it that the great military Powers 
of Europe were able to turn out much 
more effective military machines for 
something like half the price we paid 
for a less effective machine? At the 
moment, when our military 
experts had failed so disastrously in all 
their estimates in regard to South Africa, 
it was quite time the ordinary layman 
should apply his common sense to the 
problem. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): The military and naval 
expenditure for the year has been voted 
by Parliament, and is embodied in the 
Appropriation Bill, and can be discussed 
when that Bill conies before the House. 
By the Bill now before the House we are 
not voting money in one sense, but are 
authorising the borrowing of money. 
The money which was voted out of the 
Estimates is raised for the services of the 
year and expended in the year. By this 
Bill we are not voting £6,000,000 to be 
spent this year. I do not quarrel with 
the principle of the Bill. I think it 
would be unfair and improvident to 
construct buildings, such as barracks, 
which will last for forty or fifty years, 
and to charge one year with the whole 
of the capital expenditure. The policy 
deliberately adopted some years ago 





were experts in every walk of life, and was that the sum required for these 
whenever they were called in they | permanent works should be borrowed, 
always advised the spending of more and that the repayment of that sum 
money in some shape or form. We were should be spread over a limited period 
now annally leaving the thing in the,of years in the shape of terminable 
hands of experts. The result was that annuities. There have been two develop- 
we were increasing our military expendi- | ments of this policy. By the Act of 
ture to a perilous extent, even to a/ 1890 the House practically authorised 
wealthy country like this. The total a loan of £4,100,000 for barracks, and 


H 
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up to 31st March in the present year 
that sum has been spent within £100,000. 
The expenditure for the present year 
is £70,000, and the expenditure for the 
year 1901-2 is £45,000. That absorbs 
the whole of the £4,100,000. It is this 
year proposed to raise for barracks alone 
£4,200,000, and in the Estimate which 
was circulated with the Bill that sum 
was increased to £5,759,000. I suppose 





MONS} Bill. S08 


|I desire the noble Lord to give some 
explanation why he is raising this large 
sum of money when he does not con- 
template spending more than a million, 
or less, this year. I wish also to protest 
against such a Bill being brought in at 
this period of the session. Moreover, 
I do think that the House of Commons 
ought to have the items set forth in the 
Schedule: 


that in that item is included the com- | 


pletion of the large camps. At all 
events, whether we have £5,000,000 or 
between £5,000,000 and £6,000,000 for 
barracks in this Bill, the sum which is 
proposed to be spent this year was 
£850,000 ; and I wish to know why the 
Government want to borrow five and 
three-quarter millions to provide for an 
expenditure which is only estimated at 
something like a million. Then we have 
the statement of the Auditor and Con- 
troller General, which shows that there 
is in respect of these works a balance of 
upwards of £7,000,000 of unexpended 
money. Therefore there is a large sum 
yet unexpended. which would provide 
for these works without authorising any 
money to be raised at all. 
with what the hon. Member who has 
just sat down said about experts. The 
expenditure of this country is not regu- 
lated by experts. This sum is fixed, not 
by experts, but by the responsible 
Government of the country. A great 


I do not agree | 


Lorp STANLEY: I will endeavour 
to answer as far as I can the questions. 
which the right hon. Gentleman has put 
to me. He first mentioned the Loan of 
1890; but I ought to have stated that 
that loan was practically entirely ex- 
pended. With regard to the loans of 
1897 and 1899, the total of which came 
roughly to £9,500,000, when the War 
Office asks for a loan and specifies the 
objects for which it is required we are 
bound to take the full amount of money 
which will be required for these objects. 
It would be hardly justifiable for us 
to ask to be allowed to undertake: 
certain work without letting the House 
and the country know the full amount 
for which they would be liable if they 
sanctioned it. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E). : 
you do not ask for a loan; 
state a liability. 


Yes, but 
you only 


many demands are ruthlessly rejected, | 


and then there is a court of appeal—' 


the Treasury — which deals with these 
matters. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I was simply 
alluding to a statement previously made 
in regard to the opinion of experts. 


Sik HENRY FOWLER: The ex- 
penditure of the country is not regu- | 
lated by experts. The responsible 
Government of the day come down to | 
this House and request a certain sum of | 
money for a certain purpose, and that | 
money is voted in a Bill. But this Bill | 
differentiates itself from former Bills, 
because large sums of money which have | 
been voted have not been spent, and | 
evidently the Government do not intend | 
to spend the amount set forth in the Bill. 


I do not wish to prolong the debate, but | 


Sir Henry Fowler, 


Lorp STANLEY : We ask for a loan, 
but we do not draw the money until 
‘it is required. We state that in the 
| lapse of so much time the total amount 
| will have to be asked for to complete the 
'work sanctioned. When a tender is 
_ accepted and a contract entered into, 
| although the money is not actually paid 
| away, there is an obligation to the con- 
| tractor for its payment. The expendi- 
ture authorised, to which the right hon. 
Gentleman alluded, will be in excess of 
what appeared on the Paper. Out of 
the £9,489,000 about £5,800,000 has 
| actually been allotted to the contractors— 
that is, for contracts which have been 
entered into and for which the War 
Office is liable to that amount. That 
leaves a large sum over, which will be 
‘allocated in a short time. The money 
‘expended in the next financial year 
will be greater than appears on the Paper, 
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but before many months are over, the 
War Office will have bound themselves 
down by contract to an expenditure 
nearly, if not quite, equal to the loans 
authorised in 1897 and 1899. The War 
Department is now asking for a fresh 
loan for fresh works, and the amount 
asked for is the amount considered neces- 
sary to complete them. We have asked 
for such money as we expected to allocate 
by contract before it is necessary to come 
to the House again. The defence works 
at certain ports and coaling stations, 
which the hon. Member for Yarmouth 
opposed, are not the idea of one man, but 
were undertaken on the advice of naval 
and military experts. The War Office 
are bound to accept their judgment, 
and for the safety of the Fleet, as our 
first line of defence, the defence of our 


Military Works 


coaling stations is of vital importance. 


I do not agree with the hon. Member 
for Great Yarmouth that any yachtsman 
could find out what our defences are to 
be. But if the amount to be spent on a 
particular port or coaling station were 
specified, it would be easy to guess the 


amount of armament that would be put | 


in. I do not think foreign Powers, 
much less persons less anxious to find 
out the details are really conversant 
with the strength of the defence works 
at our ports and coaling stations. I do 
not think this is a time to go into specific 
cases, but the House having voted a 
certain number of men it is the business 
of the War Office to see that these men 
are completely and properly housed. 
The barracks of 1872 have been talked 
about, but nobody could say that in 1901 
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now, and this amount of £230,000 will 
be expended upon new ranges. I do not 
think the House would wish for details 
as to the position of these ranges The 
instant it becomes known that land for 
the purpose is required, that land goes up 
to a fictitious value. Owing to the long 
range of rifles some ranges had to be 
closed, others have been found, and otheis- 
are still under arrangement, the pur- 
chases not being complete. The sum 
mentioned I hope will be expended 
satisfactorily for the Regular and Aux- 
iliary services ; and with a desire to meet 
the wishes of Volunteers, I ask the House 
to give the Bill a Second Reading, under- 
taking to give any information desired 
upon any item in the schedule at a later 
stage. 


Mr. DILLON said that the noble 
Lord might be correct in his statement 
of the system under which these amounts. 
were raised, but it was wholly 
different to that which was followed in 
the Naval Works Act. The noble Lord 
said that for military works the Govern- 
ment took power to borrow, in every 
instance, all the money for the com- 
pletion of the works in the schedule, 
and the result was an accumulation of 
unspent balances. In relation to naval 
works the system of finance was totally 
different and more correct. It was true 


‘that when a Bill was introduced, althoug» 


the total estimated liability in respect to: 
the new works to be undertaken was 
stated, only such borrowing powers 
were asked for as would cover the sum 


any class in the population is satisfied likely to be spent in the interval before 


with such comfort as was provided 
thirty years ago. The whole way of 


living has improved, and I am perfectly | years. 


the introduction of another Bill, which, 
in no instance, was to be less than two. 
Some explanation should be 


certain that the House and the country | given of this difference of system, and also: 


are not unwilling that our soldiers 


why for military works there was not 


should share in the advantages modern | the information given which would ke 


science provides. If there are barracks 
that are unused, as is alleged by the hon. 
and gallant Member for Great Yarmouth, 
I quite agree that they should be got rid 
of, but I do not know of such and will be 
quite ready to go into that question 
with him later. It would be seen there 


| 
} 
| 


| 


found in 
; proposals. In 
| Bill there were columns in blank—so- 


connection with the naval 
the Military Works 


different from the Naval Works Bill. 
What was the meaning of keeping these 
columns in blank? The information 
ought to be given in every instance, just 


was an item in the Bill of £230,000 for | as fully as in the schedule of the Naval 


rifle ranges. For this purpose the De- 


There was no reason for 


Works Bill. 


partment have expended, or allotted for |not doing so except the slip-shod, slap- 


expenditure, every penny received up to; dash methods of the War Office. He 
| 
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had always opposed this method of 
obtaining money for naval and military 
works, and in a speech recently delivered 
by the highest authority on finance, a 
speech so remarkable that the Prime 
Minister requested him to get it pub- 
lished in full, Lord Welby dwelt strongly 
on the great evils and dangers arising 
from this system of getting large sums of 
money for military and naval works by 
Acts instead of through the Estimates. 
The Secretary of State for War had stated 
that when money was voted in the 
Estimates, unexpended balances had to 
be surrendered at the end of the financial 
year. That, to his mind, was one of the 
strongest reasons why money should be 
voted on the Estitnates and not by Bill ; 
and the fact that the War Office now 
asked for six millions to carry on military 
works, when they had unexpended 
balances amounting to nearly £7,000,000, 
was an illustration of the wisdom of the 
old system of procedure that unexpended 
balances should be surrendered. There- 
fore, he thought that argument recoiled 
on the person using it. He had never 
heard a single argument from a financial 
point of view in justification of these Bills. 
They were forced on Ministers by the 
permanent officials. When he argued 
the question in 1899 the then Under 
Secretary of State for War said that the 
reason why those Bills were necessary 
was that they found year after year by 
long experience that their Estimates 
were ruthlessly cut down through fear 
‘of the Committee of Supply, and that 
they were obliged to take refuge in that 
system of Bills. The natural inference 
from that statement was that the object 
of those Bills was to enable the War 


{COMMONS} 





| 





| direction was taken. 
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confirmed in his opinion that that method 
of getting money was entirely vicious, 
One other argument was used by the 
Secretary of State for War. He stated 
that one reason why it was necessary 
to make those Acts extend over a long 
period of years was that it was necessary 
to make fresh contracts in connection 
with those great works; and that it 
sometimes happened that, just as they 
were ready to make a contract, the 
House of Commons was not conveniently 
placed for voting the money. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that no contract 
would be entered into unless the House 
voted the money ; but that was a dictum 
which, it appeared, now belonged to the 
last century. They had had cases re- 
cently in which they were told that con- 
tracts had been signed and delivered and 
the works commenced before the House 
of Commons heard of the Vote at all. 
That showed how rapid progress could 
be when once a step in a particular 
Progress was also 
rapid in another direction. To his mind 
one of the chief objections to the Bill was 
the period at which it was introduced. 
That was little short of a scandal, but the 
House of Commons was getting accus- 
tomed to measures which two or three 
years ago no Minister would dare to 
propose. No Minister until the present 
session would have dreamt of submitting 
a Military or a Naval Works Bill concern- 
ing a large sum of money at the end of 
the session. The last Bill but one was 
introduced on 21st January, 1897, but 
the resolution on which the present Bill 
was based was introduced at two o'clock 
in the morning only a few days ago. 
When they challenged it they were told 


Office and the Admiralty to frame their | it was a purely formal resolution, and 
Estimates on a more extravagant scale. | that the proper time to debate it was on 
He was of opinion that the relaxation of |the Second Reading of the Bill. He 


the wholesome fear of Committee of | 


Supply was resulting in a monstrous in- 
‘crease in the Estimates. Money was 
now flowing like a river for those Military 
and Naval Works Bills. They com- 
menced a few years ago with five or 
six millions, and now they amounted 


to £27,000,000 for the Navy and 
£13,000,000 or £14,000,000 for the 
Army. The rate was increasing, and 


they had every reason tu anticipate that 
the country would be landed in greater 
«and ever-increasing liabilities. He was 


Mr. Dilion. 





ventured to challenge that statement, 
for on no previous occasion had Army 
or Naval Works Bills been introduced 
on resolutions without a long detailed 
statement being given by the Minister 
in charge. In 1897 and in 1899 the 
present Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
then Under Secretary for War, in in- 
troducing the resolutions on which the 
Bills of those years were founded. made 
a long detailed statement, and the 
present was the first occasion on which 
such a Bill had been introduced into the 
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House of Commons without a full | 8° for the defences of London. A 
explanation. . | more preposterous or absurd proposal 
never emanated from the brain of even 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I admit that | 22 expert, and that was saying a great 


J am speaking from memory, but I think deal. The then Secretary of State for 
the hon. Gentleman will find that, al- | War quoted Napoleon as an unanswerable 


though his statement may be accurate | #uthority that the defences of — 
as regards Military Works Bills, it am Pitot ne: Sp _ rma a 
not accurate as regards Naval Works | Were not hedged round by a ¢ 

Bills. | fortified posts it would be in great 
| danger. The noble Lord now said that 
ihe ._|no money had been expended on the 
Fane igi pte te me absurd 0 | defences of London. He wished to know 
a se sg vena pa eee to Tipe: | how much money had been wasted in 
ee rs ‘ rs hae en Pirkei ney a8 that mad project altogether. Was Lon- 
suiicient when long and detailed state-| gon at that moment surrounded by a 
ments were made and debated on the two | chain of fortified posts? One of the 
ipihencimes Bille. What he attached im" precedents quoted for that expenditure 
——— a hry wag ogy oo 1897) was the Defence Bill introduced by 
her ae — : se By th 21st et ' Lord Palmerston, but it was now admitted 
and passed early in March. The Govern-| that every penny spent under that Bill 
ment insisted that it should be passed | was absolutely wasted, that the forts 
ge wwe 9 of the financial year, | were the laughing-stock of the world, 
a ee ee treated as part of the | and that they were absolutely worthless. 
finances of the year. The Bill of 1899| He ventured to say that many years 
Lon eigen ee were the Rise June, | would not have elapsed before experts 
“a an <a a “a = men con | showed that £4 out of every £5 spent in 
“ m9 lk ae of 7 hag “egg military defence works had been wasted. 
~ reser peri ot pers yin — Bill! Because he thought that a great deal 
was passed through all its stages at a| o¢ the money would be absolutely wasted, 


— ee 


Rg ay ype sie nga eg | because they had been denied informa- 
the level of the Indian Budget, and | oo ve oe - sages a 
although they were called upon to vote | = sia _— 1e was strongly 
£12,000,000 it was treated almost as a | °PPOS®* '0 Me bin. 
matter of course. The Bill was dumped | ; 
down on the Wednesday after the, _ Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol. 
Appropriation Bill had been introduced, | E-) said he would like to be informed 
when anything like real discussion was | before he cast his vote what contracts 
absolutely impossible. If anything were | had been entered into in regard to this 
needed to justify and enforce the warning | ¢Xpenditure. It was merely blinding 
of Lord Welby those facts would justify | the House to say, as the noble Lord did, 
it. He regarded the system as most | that no building would be undertaken 
vicious, and when the Chancellor of the | Unless it could be completed within the 
Exchequer went about the country | sum of money limited in the Act, and he 
appealing to all and sundry to come to | thought there was good ground for com- 
his aid to support a policy of economy he | plaint at the failure of the Financial 
would suggest to him that, as a first | Secretary to the War Office to fulfil now 


step in that direction, the system of piling | the promise he made when he brought in 
the resolution on which the Bill was 


enormous burdens of debt on the} 
country by means of loans should be | founded to afford the House an oppor- 
abandoned, and that the old practice | tunity of discussing the details. They 
should be resumed—namely, that money | }@d no information on which to base 
required should be voted in Committee | SUch a discussion. The excuse put for- 
of Supply. The noble Lord stated that ward was that it was not desirable to 
nothing had been spent from the last | allow foreign Governments to learn 
Works Bill on the defences of London, | What was being done in the matter of 
They voted large sums of money, in spite defence works. But when he was in 
of repeated protests, two or three years | S4rrison at Gibraltar it was a common 
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formation was inaccessible as to the 
objects with which the War Office were 
planning the fortifications at the top of 
the rock were the officers of the garrison. 
Any common loafer who chose to take 
service as a mule-driver or other humble 
labourer might wander all over the works, 
and all the information was accessible to 
him unchallenged, but an officer was 
immediately stopped by the sentry. The 
consequence was that any foreign 
Government could introduce any of 
their emissaries to take stock of the 
works, provided only he assumed the 
garb of a workman, and he had no doubt 
this had been done hundreds of times. 
The only persons in ignorance of the 
plans of the Government were the officers 
of the British Army and the Members 
of the House of Commons, and it was 
perfectly absurd to suggest that foreign 
Governments could not get the informa- 
tion if they so desired. This Bill cer- 
tainly contained a little more informa- 
tion than some of the previous Bills. The 
noble Lord had told them that no money 
was to be spent in connection with these 
works which would provide accommoda- 
tion for the troops to be raised under 
the scheme of the Secretary for War. 
But he found that under Sub-head F a 
sum of £697,000 was taken for barracks 
for additional troops. Were these not 
the new troops to be raised under the 
Army scheme ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No; they are the 
troops voted in 1899, for whom no 
barrack accommodation was provided. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
would like information as to where this 
money was to be expended. 


Lorp STANLEY: The accommoda- 
tion is to be provided by building new 
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joke that the only persons to whom in- as the taxpayer is concerned, where the 


works are to be carried out. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
the provision for new married quarters 
at sundry stations seemed to point that 
the new garrison battalions were to be a 
source of serious expense to the country. 
He confessed that in view of the in- 
creasing permanent expenditure im- 
posed upon the nation by these two Bills 
—neither of which had they been able 
adequately to discuss—he should feel it 
his duty to vote against the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill, which contained pro- 
posals that appeared to him both un- 
necessary and undesirable. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY denied the sug- 


gestion of the noble Lord that it was a 


matter of indifference to the taxpayers 


where the money was spent. What 
would Ireland get out of the Bill? It 
was said that hitherto she had got value 
for her taxes. Now, the total proposed 
expenditure was £6,352,000 and_ the 
whole Irish Expenditure was £286,000. 
Scotland got £380,000, but, still more 
astonishing, Bermuda, Hong Kong, 
Jamaica, Mauritius, Singapore, and 
other places abroad got half a million of 
money. For a gentleman in the position 
of the noble Lord to tell Irish Members 
and the country which had given the 
Empire their best soldiers that it was 
immaterial where their money was spent 
was the most astonishing doctrine he 
ever heard. If it was a matter of in- 
difference to the taxpayers where the 
money was spent, then he should suggest 
that, as the total expenditure of the 
country was £100,000,000, the whole 
of it should be spent in his own consti- 
tuency. 


Question put. 


barracks and altering old ones. It The House divided: Ayes, 162: 
surely is a matter of indifference. so far Noes, 83. (Division List No. 474.) 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Aiex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arnold Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


Balfour, Rt.Hon.A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt{\C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
| Brassey, Albert 
' Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Sir M. Hicks 
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Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Caldwell, James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) | 
| Holland, William Henry 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J. (Birm. , 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 


Colomb, Sir John Chas.Ready | 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
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Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 


Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ(Mance’r 
inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue = # 
Voster, Philip 8.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
(ore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x | 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald'J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt Hn.W.G.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumm'ng 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirHE(Wigt’n 
Middlemore, John T. 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Heath, James(Staffords.N.W.) | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randa! 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 





More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F’. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


NOES. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Grant, Corrie 
Hammond, John 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- | 


Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 


Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington | 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Penn, John 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Rentoul, James Alexander 


Lidley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Capt. J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


' Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur/Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn. J.G.(Oxf’'dUniv 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Williams,Rt.Hon. J.P.-(Birm.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarth'n 


| Moss, Samuel 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O’Brien,P.J.(Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N, 
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O'Malley, William Roche, John | Ure, Alexander 

O’Mara, James | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. Sinclair, John (lorfarshire) Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Power, Patrick Joseph | Spencer, Rt.HnC.R.( Northants | Wilson, HenryJ. (Yorks.,W.R.) 
Reddy, M. | Sullivan, Donal 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) , Taylor, Theodore Cooke | TELLERS FOR THE Noxs— 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Thomas,JA(Glamorgan,Gower | Mr. Lough and Mr. Herbert 


| . 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Tully, Jasper | Lewis. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. and a new element has been introduced. 


The valuation of licences has been 

Bill read a second time, and committed assessed in another manner than that 
for to-morrow. which obtained before. Indirectly the 
result is a considerable remission made 
by Belfast to the Imperial Exchequer. 
The Government propose to appoint 
next January a Select Committee to 

Order for Second Reading read. consider the method of valuation in 

Ireland, and the terms of reference to 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- that Committee will be as wide as possible. 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): In Such a Committee will be able to go into 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill the whole question of the method by 
I wish to explain that its object is to which Ireland is valued, and may afford 
relieve Belfast from a situation in which a chance of improving the old system 
there might be no rates, no voters, and, based on an Act passed fifty years ago 
no jurors. In the opinion of the Govern- | which contains many obsolete provisions. 
ment the Bill could be held to raise ques- , | am quite sure ion. Members will accept 
tions which are larger than, the imme- that statement from me as making it 
diate difticulty in Belfast. The method certain that the Government intend t 
of valuation in lreland differs altogether deal with this matter in this way. This 
from the method of valuation which subject has been pressed upon me very 
obtains in this country. The original urgently not only by hon. Members 
valuation was based on what is known opposite, but from all quarters of Ireland, 
as Griffith’s Valuation. It being felt and I make this statement in order that 
that there should be a revaluation of there may be some outward and visible 
Ireland, a clause was introduced in the sign of the policy we intend to pursue, 
Act of 1898 enabling one to take place. and when we come to the Committee 
Belfast and Dublin asked for a revalua- stage I shall move an Amendment to 
tion, and the consequence was that the | suspend the operation of revaluation 
rate which was struck at Belfast was | for two years. | believe that it could not 
subsequently declared to be invalid. The | come into operation even if that Amend- 
action of the Commissioner has been | ment were not moved, but at the same 
challenged, and appeals have been lodged time I shall move the Amendment in 
against the assessment at which he has order to show that the Government have 
arrived. It would be most improper on! some regard to this matter. If these 
the part of the Government to intervene brief remarks make the subject clear, 
in any way so as to give, as it were, I have nothing to add. The only other 
directions to the court before whom the Amendment is one which will dissipate 
question may be argued. But though any doubts as to the status of voters and 
the question of law is su) judice it is not , Jurors in Belfast. I hope the Bill may 
thought that the House should be de- now be read a second time. 
barred altogether from considering the 
larger issue which in the opinion of the Motion made, and Question proposed. 
Government has been raised. There is|‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
a novelty in the effect of the valuation | time.” 
laws in Ireland. That novelty has re- 
sulted in an increase of rates altogether 
outside any estimate formed by the Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that he 
inhabitants and Corporation of Belfast, had a motion upon the Paper to reject 


VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. 
[Second READING.] 
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the Second Reading of this Bill. It was 
a most singular thing that the City of 
Belfast created more trouble in this 
House than any other part of Ireland ; 
but thanks to the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
it would not now be necessary to move 
that Amendment. So far as he was con- 
cerned, speaking for the Catholic popula- 
tion of Belfast, he was quite content with 
the statement which had been made, 
and he should not now move the motion 
which stood in his name. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) con- 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on the position he had taken up. He 


thought that he had gone a long way out , 


of his course in bringing in this Bill this 
session ; at the same time he thought he 
would have to go a little further than 
he had gone. The people of Belfast had 
at the present time something like 
12,000 appeals from the valuation of 
Mr. Commissioner Barton. The right 
hon. Gentleman would see, if he looked 
at the Estimates, that the people of 
Belfast had had to pay or would have to 
pay for this valuation a contribution in 
aid of the Government of many thou- 
sands of pounds, in addition to the £400 
a year which the City of Belfast had to 
pay in the ordinary way. Now that the 
Government admitted that this valuation 
was to be hung up for two years, and 
that the House was to have a Select 
Committee to inquire into the matter, 
it would be a monstrous thing under 
those circumstances to allow these 12,000 
law suitsto go on. It would be an 
intolerable state of affairs and would 
plunge Belfast into a very swamp of 
litigation, and there was the fact that 
this system, which was to be hung up 
for two years, might résult in a fresh 
method of valuation altogether. He 


hoped in these remarks he had the support , 


of the hon. Members for Belfast, and that 
they would join in the appeal he made 


that, in merey to their constituents. these | 


12.000 law suits should be knocked upon 
the head until two years had elapsed. | 
He thought the Bill was defective, but 

he understood that the right hon. Gentle- | 
man intended to propose an Amendment | 
to make it effective. He would support | 


{14 Avucusr 1901} 
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that Amendment when it was moved. 
He thought the Government had acted 
fairly in this matter, but at the same time: 
he pointed out that the citizens of Belfast 
had had no value for the £400 or £500 
which they had spent on the annual 
revision. That question had not been 
given effect to in the Bill, and conse- 
quently the city would lose ratings to. 
the extent of £10,000. The Bill had 
become a non-contentious matter, but 
he thought, nevertheless, that the 
grievances which he had pointed out 
should be considered, and that some: 
provision should be made for them under 


the Bill. 
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a“ 


Sm JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 
hoped that in the Committee stage an 
Amendment would be moved to bring 
the rating up to date, so that the parties. 
concerned should not pay more than 
their fair share and that the rate might 
he able to be struck at once. He cordially 
agreed that there should be no further: 
litigation, and that the Bill should now 
be read a second time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND), BILL.. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1:— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for East Waterford cannot come in in 
the place at which it appears upon the 
Paper. If the hon. Member will alter 
the phraseology of it, | think he could 
bring it in at line 10 after the word 
“at,” or else he could move it as a 
new clause. 

Mr. POWER 


(Waterford, E.), on 


behalf of Mr. Crean (Cork, 8.E.), formally 


moved— 








Fisheries 
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“In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out 
‘not exceeding one hundred pounds, and 
insert ‘ of fifty pounds, and for any subsequent 
offence to a fine of one hundred pounds.’” 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxktnson, London- 
dlerry, N.) said that if this Amendment 
were accepted it would defeat altogether 
the object the hon. Member had in 
moving it. 


offender subject to a penalty not exceed- 
ing £100. The effect of this Amendment 
would be to deprive the magistrate of all 
discretion and fix £100 as the minimum 
fine to be inflicted for offences, whether 
grave or venial. 
penalties was against the 
present days, and the only effect would 
be that the magistrates, were they com- 
pelled to inflict a large penalty, would not 
convict. He thought it would be far 
better to leave the Bill as it was, and 
therefore he could not accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the object of the 
Amendment that he now proposed to 
move was to give power to inflict a penalty 
not only upon the master of a vessel 
which committed the offence, but also 
non the owner of that vessel. It fre- 


quently happened that nothing could be | 
-otained from the captain of a trawler | 


who was not a man of substance, and 


The imposition of | 
views of ! 


MONS} (Ireland) Bill. 
| Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what hap- 


| pened supposing the owner lived in 

| England. 

| 

| Mr. ATKINSON: We have provided 

' for that by means of substituted service. 

| 

| Mr. MORRIS (Galway) suggested 

‘that the words “the owner” should 

_be substituted for “ him” in line 7, so 

that it should read ~ that the same may 
be recovered from the owner under the 

| said Act.” 


The Bill provided that any | 
violation of the bye-laws rendered the | 


Mr. ATKINSON thought the altera- 
| tion unnecessary, as it was evident from 
the context that the word “ him” re- 
_ ferred to the person convicted. 


| Amendment agreed to. 


Other Amendments made. 


| Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) said 
he desired to amend his proposed new 
sub-section by substitution in line 3 
thereof of the words “the skipper” for 
the word “ registration.” 


, Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 13, at end, to insert ‘(6) In 
addition to any other penalty or penalties that 
may be imposed by the court on the conviction 
of any person under this section, the court may 

) make an order suspending the certificate of the 
skipper of the vessel on which such person was 
when the offence was committed for any 
period not exceeding six months.’ ”—(Ca;tain 

| Donelan.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


under the Bill as it stood they could not | 


got at that trawler. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 28, to leave out sub-section 
(3), and insert the following sub-section :— 
(3) The court before whom a person is con- 
‘vieted under this Act may by the order provide 
that, if the fine imposed upon him is not paid 
within eight days after the conviction, one- 
half thereof shall be paid by and may be 
recovered under the Summary Jurisdiction 
Acts from such owner as aforesaid, and that, 
indefault of payment by the person convicted 
of the remainder of the said fine within a 
farther period of eight days, the same may 
he recovered from him under the said Acts.”— 
«(Mr, Atkinson.) 


| Mr. ATKINSON hoped the Amend- 
/ment would not be pressed, and pointed 
out that hitherto there had not been any 
| provision by which the certificate of a 
skipper could be suspended without the 
concurrence of the Board of Trade 


Me. 'T’. M. HEALY suggested that the 
clerk to the petty sessions should send 
a copy of the conviction to the Board of 
Trade, leaving it to the Board to suspend 
the master’s certificate if they thought 
fit. There was always the difficulty that 
the magistrates might fine a man £1 or 





£100, and it would be a very severe thing 
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if the certificate was suspended in addi-| passage of the Bill this session, but unless 
tion. They did not want a man to be; more drastic machinery was provided 
punished twice for the same offence. | for the enforcement of the Act it would 
At the same time, they had been so/| be useless. A sufficient number of gun- 
worried all over Ireland by these trawlers | boats were required to watch the shores, 
that if it was proposed to guillotine them | and if the Government would accept the 
he would cheerfully vote for it. principle of his Amendment he would 
| modify the wording in any way to meet 
Mr. ATKINSON said the penalties | their wishes. He moved. 
to be imposed under this Bill were so} 
much more severe than at present| New clause proposed— 
existed, and so much more effective | “From and after the passing of this Act there 
machinery was provided for their re- | shall be detailed, for special service from time to 
covery, that he did not think the Amend- { time for the purpose of enforcing the provisions 


¢ saceanmy | Of the Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, 1842 to 1898, 
ment of the hon. Member was necessary. | ‘hil ik (lite Ach, ik guabiekte tr: allie siherd 


| vessels which shall act for such purpose under 

Captain DONELAN mentioned that | Such regulations as may be prescribed by His 
Lin A a t had the « al of ti | Majesty’s Lords of the Admiralty if such gun- 
= tee ment had the approval of Uhe | boats or other vessels are provided by them, 
Vice-President of the Board of Agricul-! or by the Department if same are provided 


ture in Ireland. | by such Department.”—(Mr. Field,) 





Mr. WYNDHAM said there were! Mr. ATKINSON said it was open 
great objections to making the penalties | to the Board to negotiate with the Admi- 
more drastic at so late a period of the | ralty for the assistance of gunboats, but 
session. There were Members of the |it was altogether irrational to pass an 
House interested on behalf of the owners | Act to make it imperative on the Admi- 
of these vessels who would have been | ralty, no matter what other demands 
present had they thought there was any | there might be, to maintain six gun- 
possibility of the Government accepting | boats at all times for this purpose. 
this Amendment. In any case, he had | 
scruples against going further than was) yr, ~PITELD asked in what way it was 
originally intended at a time when some | proposed ie make the Bill effective. 
of the parties interested were away.’ The Congested Districts Board had a 
without any idea of the matter coming | vend diime: a eettain amount of work 
= ‘in this direction, but it could not be 

contended that one vessel was sufficient 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | to watch all the coasts of Ireland. It was 
thought the remarks of the right hon. | because of the absence of any provision 
Gentleman were perfectly reasonable. | jn the Bill to ensure the enforcement of 
While he agreed with the Amendment jts provisions that he had placed his 
on its merits, he would suggest that under Amendment on the paper. The whole 
the circumstances it should not be perse- of the fishing grounds of Ireland were 
vered with. The Bill originally met }heing destroyed by these trawlers, and 
with great opposition from the owners | Members were entitled to some assurance 
of the trawlers, but they had been | that the Act would be made a reality. 
brought to agree to the Bill in its present | 
form, and it was only reasonable that 


the Amendment should not be pressed. Mr. POWER thought the proposed 


new clause was more reasonable than 
: at stat exiene. ' 
Amendment, by leave. withdrawn. mena — Sa 80 it Sn 
‘last autumn there had not been a single 

Clause 1 and remaining clauses (joyernment boat supplied to enforce 
agreed to. the bye-laws under the Act, although the 
First Lord of the Treasury promised 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) that every protection should be given. 
said he had no desire to interfere with the |The authorities in Scotland had three 


VOL. XCIX. [FourtH Series. ] 21 











827 Fisheries 


boats of their own, in addition to which | 
three boats were supplied by the Govern- 
ment, but Ireland could not get any at | 
all. The Government, for eleven long | 
years, had neglected their duty, and had | 
allowed the Irish fisheries to remain | 
unprotected, and some assurance ought to | 
be given that there should be no such | 
remissness in the future. 





Mr. WYNDHAM assured the hon. | 
Member that the Irish Government would | 
leave no stone unturned to make the | 
Act effective, but the proposed clause | 
could not be accepted without some 
arrangement having been previously | 
come to with the Admiralty. If hon. | 
Members desired to elicit from the! 
Government a promise that the Act) 
should be effectively administered, he) 
could only say that he was as anxious | 
to secure that object as any hon. Member 
opposite. 


* Mr, T. M. HEALY said that under | 
the Naval Works Bill something like | 
£23,000,000 were to be voted, from which | 
Ireland would get no benefit whatever. | 
Perhaps it would waken the Admiralty | 
up a bit if the Irish Members discussed | 
that Bill for a few hours on the next | 
day in order to impress upon the Depart- 
ment that at any rate the equivalent of, 
say, £100,000 in the shape of a gun-boat 
should be granted to Ireland in return 
for her share of the enormous expenditure 


on the Navy. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that 
feeling on this matter was very strong, 
and it was absolutely necessary that some 
steps should be taken to assist those who 
were endeavouring to protect the coasts. 
He suggested that the Chief Secretary 
and the Board of Agriculture should 
consult with the Admiralty and see 
whether something could not be done 
in that direction. The question might be 
made the subject of a long and important 
debate, but inasmuch as he desired the 
Bill—although an altogether inadequate 
measure—to pass, he deprecated any 
serious discussion on this occasion. If 
the right hon. Gentleman would promise 
that after the passage of the Bill he 
would endeavour to obtain from the 


‘COMMONS} 


| coasts, 





Admiralty some better terms, doubtless 
Mr. Power. 


(Ireland) Bill. 828 


the hon. Member would withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM promised, in con- 
junction with the Vice-President, to 
approach the Admiralty to see whether 
some assistance could be obtained, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. POWER moved a new clause 
[not appearing on the Notice Paper] 
the object of which was to prohibit 
steam or other trawling within three 
miles of low water mark. He re. 
minded the House that exactly the 
same thing happened in 1889 as was 
happening now. A Bill was introduced 
prohibiting steam trawlers on the coasts 
of Scotland. The objection of the Irish 
Members was admitted by the then 
Chief Secretary to be perfectly reason- 
able, but he gave ample assurances 
that, though the trawlers would be driven 
off the Scottish coast, the Irish fisheries 
should not suffer in the least. With that 
assurance the Bill was allowed to pass. 
A few weeks later a Bill was introduced 
prohibiting steam trawling on the Irish 
coasts, but giving the Commissioners 
of Irish Fisheries the power of admitting 
trawlers to various waters. The Bill 
went as far as passing its Committee 
stage, and then, for some unexplained 
reason, the measure was recommitted 
and it whole scope changed. ‘Trawling 
was allowed everywhere on the Irish 
but the Commissioners were 
given power to prohibit it at various 
places. In the hope that the measure 
would afford some little protection it was 
allowed to pass, and ever since the matter 
had been in a most unsatisfactory 
condition. What was the use of bye- 
laws? The trawlers coming over from 
Scotland did not know where the bye- 
laws commenced or where they ended, 
and the result was that trawlers simply 
threw their nets wherever they liked. 
It was an absolutely imaginary line, 
because the trawlers came in and swept 
up the lines of the fishermen. If a 
general law were made it would be easier 
to police and protect these waters. At 
present these trawlers had this excuse, 
“If you legislate by bye-laws how are 
we to know what the bye-laws are!” 
The: dropped their nets wherever they 
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wished and did infinite harm. Where | Mr. ATKINSON: At the present 
bye-laws were made and were known | moment there were bye-laws in existence 
the trawlers went round a cape or | protecting the fishing grounds outside 
promontory until it was dark, when they | the three-mile limit. Experts informed 
returned to the fishing grounds and did | the Government that all round the 
alot of harm. Ifthe Government adopted | coasts of Ireland there were most valu- 
the principle of their original Bill, | able fishing grounds outside the three- 
which was introduced in compliance | miles limit, andif they passed the proposed 
with the promise made by the First Lord, | clause they would simply invite trawlers 
and prohibited trawling all along the | who would come and fish with impunity 
coasts, giving to the Commissioners |in these waters. The clause was abso- 
power to say where it might be carried |lutely unnecessary. He did not see 
on, he ventured to say they would do! what benefit it would be if the hon. 
a great deal to improve the fishing | Member got statutory prohibition within 
industry. He was sorry to say that the | the three-mile limit when the powers at 
pledge which the First Lord gave when | present in existence enabled the Com- 
the Irish Members allowed the Scotch | missioners to prohibit fishing by trawlers 
Bill to pass had not been kept in the} both within and beyond that limit. 
letter or the spirit, for trawlers from the,The hon. Menrber had asked how 
Scotch coast were doing a great deal of | trawlers were to know what bye-laws 
injury to the Irish fisheries. The Irish | were in force on the Irish coast. If 
Members asked that the law, which was they chose to transgress the bye-laws 
generally enforced on the Neotch coast, | they became liable to penalties, and it 
should be enforced with regard to the was their business to know the law. 
Irish coast. It would be no excuse for any master or 
/owner when brought before a court to 
plead ignorance of the law. The bye-laws 
Mr. ATKINSON said the clause which | WT published in the (razette, and it was 
the hon. Member proposed was identical | their duty to inform themselves where 
in terms with one of the sections of the | they could fish off the coast of Ireland. 
Scotch Act of 1889. The principle of The prohibition of trawling outside the 
the Scotch Act was that it absolutely three-mile limit was already secured in a 
prohibited fishing within the territorial | better way by the bye-laws passed from 
limit of three miles. or within certain’ time to time by the Commissioners 
points indicated in the schedule, and | than it could be by the hon. Member's 
the Act gave power to the Commissioners | clause. He asked the hon. Gentleman 
to exempt certain portions of the area | Nt to jeopardise the Bill by pressing 
included within the statutory provision. | the Amendment. 
The Irish Act proceeded on an entirely | 
different principle, namely, it enabled; Mr. T. M. HEALY said they proposed 
the Commissioners to prohibit fishing | to leave the Act of 1889 untouched. 
within certain areas by the passing of | Under that Act the Commissioners had 
bye-laws. The Irish Act prohibited | power to make bye-laws with respect 
steam trawling within three miles of | to the extra-territorial waters. How the 
low-water mark on any part of the | Amendment could affect the powers 
coast of Ireland, or within the waters; under that Act he failed to see. All 
of any other defined area specified in the | these questions of making laws came 
bye-laws. There had been a recent to the question of enforcement. Sup- 
decision of the Irish courts whereby it posing they made a law that night 


was established, as against trawlers | stating that any trawling whatever 


coming from a foreign country, that the | would be illegal, the law would not be 
lrish Commissioners might extend the | worth the paper it was written on unless 
area of prohibition outside and beyond | they had the means of enforcing it. 
the three mile limit. The hon. Member's | The vessels lay outside the three-mile 
clause would entirely destroy that. limit until it was dark, and then they 
‘came into the fishing grounds. There 

'was nobody to watch them. The cocst- 

Mr. POWER: No, I think not. ‘guard had no means of coping with the 
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trawlers. There were Government! Mr. POWER said that he felt very 
vessels at Hong Kong and Singapore, |strongly on this point, and he believed 
but there was no means whatever of |that he had made out a very good 
catching the trawlers. He sympathised|case, and that the policing of the 
in this matter with his hon. friend, and | waters would be very much simplified 
believed the Attorney General was| by the adoption of the Amendment. 
entirely wrong. ‘| However, we would be the very last 
|persons in the world to put his hon. 
nes fase \ cazq | friend in an awkward position, if he had 
pct GNOLD (Wick Burge sitcom to tome undertanding wth the 
Member that they in Scotland were far | cars er — ne Ant 
worse off than the fishermen in Ireland | — oe ee een mah 
; ; : . _- 7; carried out. Under these circumstances, 
in regard to the invasion of territorial though he felt strongly that he had a 
waters by tramp trawlers. good case, he begged leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR appealed to the 
House to bring the debate to a close. Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The Chief Secretary had promised, and 
he entirely endorsed the words of his Bill reported ; as amended, to be 
right hon. friend, that the Irish Office considered to-morrow. 
would do its best to see that the police 
would do their work and that the Act | 
was carried into operation. There was 
therefore nothing to be gained bya Order for Second Reading read, and 
prolongation of the debate. discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND confessed| VUNACY (IRELAND) BILL (Lordsj. 


that he was somewhat humiliated at the; As amended, considered. 
manner in which the Irish Members | 
were obliged to transact business in | New Clause— 
regard to Irish Bills, although he did! ,, : rs 

j ‘ h he ee Thecommittees for any two or more distinct 
not desire to go into the question at t 1at | junatic asylums may agree to unite in providing 
moment. He recognised that they were |and maintaining a laboratory for pathological 
in the position that they must take this | research in connection with insanity and 


Bill as it stood, or be prepared to see it | nervous diseases, and may defray the expenses 
‘ ; | incurred in pursuance of an agreement under 


sacrificed ; and therefore he was _ 2 | this section by contributions from the funds at 
favour of the Bill as it stood, notwith- their disposal for the maintenance of their 
standing all its shortcomings. Under | respective asylums.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 

the circumstances in which they were | 

placed, humiliating as they were, some; Brought up and read the first time. 
doubt was raised in his mind as to} 7 

whether it would not have been better) Motion made, and Question proposed, 
to sacrifice this small: boon rather than | « That the clause be now read a second 
lend himself to this system of legislation. | time.” 

He was almost tempted to regret that he | 

had promised to facilitate the passage; yr. \URNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
of this Bill, for it was humiliating that | . +4 4, hoped the right hon. Gentleman 


they could not discuss these matters). Lif EA 
with some little freedom. At the same | would not press this clause. 

time, having given the assurance that | 

we would facilitate the passage of the} Mr. WYNDHAM said he would be 
Bill, he made an appeal to his friends to sorry not to press it. He had brought 
allow the Bill to pass, and he asked the | it forward at the instance of an import- 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East ant deputation of the representatives 
Waterford to withdraw his Amend-/ of the officers of the Irish asylums. The 
ment, and not to divide the House. scientific reputation of the Irish lunatic 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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asylums deservedly stood high, and he | establish a laboratory for pathological 


would be sorry that anything should be | 
done to lower it. | 


Mr. DILLON said he trusted that this 
Amendment would not be lost. He felt 
confident that the vast majority of the 
Irish Members were in favour of it. It 
simply put the Irish local bodies in the 
same position as the English and Scotch 
local bodies. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was in 
favour of the new clause, although he 
could see that there was a great deal to be 
said on the other side. He, however, 
wished to propose an Amendment on the 
clause that after the word “‘ may,” in the 
first line, there be inserted ‘“ with the 
consent of the county council.” That 
would give the county councils the most 
ample power to check undue extrava- 
gance. If the clause were read a second 
time, he would move that Amendment. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
that the asylum committees were ap- 
pointed by the county councils, and if the 
committees spent the money of the rate- 
payers recklessly in providing these 
pathological laboratories they could be 
checked by the county councils. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN said the hon. 
Gentleman was quite mistaken in 
saying that the county councils had 
any control over the asylum com- 
mittees. He had good reason to oppose 
the Amendment, coming as it did at the 
last moment, when he was under the 
impression that it was not to be moved. 
From his own . experience he could say 
that the expenses in connection with 
lunacy had increased in his own county 
30 per cent. during the last few years and 
were still growing, and the burdens were 
getting so high that they were becoming 
intolerable. The right hon. Gentleman 
would not be keeping faith with the 
House if he allowed this sort of thing to 
go on, and he trusted that he would not 
press his Amendment. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
thought it was necessary for two or three 
lunatic asylums to join together to 








research in connection with insanity and 
nervous diseases, and therefore he sup- 
ported the Amendment of the Chief 
Secretary. 


Mr. CREAN thought that every 
public board in Ireland would oppose 
this Amendment. Young men would 
be anxious to get these appointments. 
and the result would be that they would 
be learning their business while getting 
a salary all the time. What he advocated 
was the power to erect laboratories in 
the several colleges so as to avoid sending 
their young doctors over to England and 
Scotland or abroad to study insanity 
and nervous diseases. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND thought the 
right hon. Gentleman would be wise to 
stand by the Amendment. His own 
feeling was in favour of it, and, so far 
as he could make out, the opinion of his 
colleagues, with the exception of his hon. 
friend the Member for Mid Tyrone, was 
almost unanimously in favour of it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
New clause read a second time. 


Amendment made to the proposed new 
clause — 


“By inserting after the word ‘may,’ in line 
1, the words with the consent of the councils of 
the counties affected.’”—( Mr. T'. M. Healy.) 


Clause, as amended, added. 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


‘(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.) 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 
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Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he had 
a small Amendment to move, which he 
hoped the Chief Secretary would accept. 
It was to omit in line 16 “one 
farthing ” in order to insert ‘‘ an eighth 
of a 1d.”’ Where small sums had to be 
levied, it was very inconvenient that no 
rate less than a farthing could be 
levied. In his own constituency £50 
had to be raised in order to pay £3, and 
the balance of the money had been hung 
up ever since. He thought an eighth of 
a 1d. would meet the necessities of many 
cases. 


Amendment proposed.— 


“In page 1, line 16, to omit the words ‘one 
farthing’ in order to insert ‘an eighth of a 
Id.” —(Mr. Tully. 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘ one farthing * stand part of the clause.”’ 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not accept the Amendment. Its 
effect would be to increase the expense of 
collection, and it would be impossible to 
collect the rate at all in many parts of 


[reland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that he believed 
the clause met with universal acceptance 
and hoped the hon. Member would not 
insist on his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


Mr. TULLY moved to strike out “ one 
year "in order to substitute “ five years.”’ 
He thought it was reasonable that the 
option should extend over a period of 
five years. If small bodies had a 
longer period in which to decide, the 
clause might be used more extensively. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept the Amendment, as it would 
give increased opportunities to local 
hodies to take advantage of the benefit 
of the section. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 5, to omit ‘one year’ in order to 
insert five years,”—(Mr. Tully.) 





{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 836 


Question* proposed, ‘* That the words 
‘one year’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the clause 
was a very curious instance of the effect 
of the flight of time. Two years ago 
the Government strongly opposed a 
similar proposal which he himself had 
moved. Now, twa years later, they 
proposed it themselves. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that on the 








general ground he had mentioned he 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would not 
persist in his Amendment. The} Bill 
as it stood had been generally accepted. 


Mr. CLANCY said he desired to repeat 
one or two observations which he had 
made on the Local Government Vote 
the other night, which the right hon. 
Gentleman heard, but did not answer 
at the time. The County Council of 
Dublin were entirely opposed to the 
clause, and for his part he sympathised 
with them. He had no desire to obstruct 
the passage of the Bill. but he desired 
to put before the right hon. Gentleman 
the views of the county council. There 
were nine urban districts in the county 
of Dublin, and therefore the matter 
was of the very gravest importance. 
Those urban districts, when they became 
urban sanitary districts, made certain 
bargains with the county of Dublin. 
They kept those bargains as long as ever 
the grand jury lasted, but the moment 
the grand jury was abolished and the 
county council substituted they wanted 
to break through their bargains. Where 
a township was created more than fifteen 
years ago he entirely agreed that it 
should have the right to revise its ar- 
rangements. but a township created less 
than fifteen years ago ought not to be 
allowed to break the bargain it delibe- 
rately made. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would give him an assurance that 
the Local Government Board would not 
do what they stated they intended to do, 
namely, make the order without local 
inquiry, he would not persist in the 
motion which he intended to make, 
namely, that a clause be omitted. He 
would remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that under Clause 71 of the Local Govern- 
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ment Act the Local Government Board | messenger of a parent, guardian, or employer, 
was authorised to make a readjustment | 4° whose house, flat, tenement, or premises, 
of the financial relations existing between seusenndiaiy ela Brother pe mrad mi parang 
townships and the county council, but | guardian, or employer, or his family or house- 
only after a public inquiry had been held. | hold, or his guests,’”—(Mr. James Hope.) 
No public inquiry had been held in the | 
case of Dublin, and if the right hon.| Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
Gentleman would give him an assur-| be there inserted.” 
ance that it would be held before the | 
order was made he would not proceed. 
| Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
+8. ; the hon. Member had set a good example 
Mr. WYNDHAM said his information | jin saying nothing in favour of the 
was that the clause was generally accept- Amendment, and perhaps he ought to 
able throughout Ireland. He under- | say nothing against it. He would, 
stood that the right hon. Gentleman however, point out that in Committee 
asked him for an undertaking that the} when this matter was considered, the 
Local Government Board should hold | proposal was defeated by thirty-four to 
an inquiry, presumably only when an | six, Such exceptions as to hours would 
inquiry was asked for by one or other make the Bill nugatory, because these 
of the parties. He was quite willing were just the hours at which children 
to give that undertaking, and certainly , were sent for liquor. 
—— that an inquiry ought to be} 
veld. 
| Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
| N.E.) said that no doubt there were 
those who looked upon a man who 
. - thought beer a justifiable and popular 
Pha gp ery Pata ne aman >| drink as an absurd person. Yet it was 
hile sta |the habit of a large number of our 
/countrymen to drink beer with their 
'meals, and they had only members of 
‘their family to fetch it. There were 
| persons who looked upon the drinking 
of beer as a scandal and a sin, and the 
| introduction of this Bill was largely due 
‘to them. It was called ‘intoxicating 
| liquor”? in the Bill, but there was beer of 
| which a man could not take enough to 


agreement with the promoters of the . ; 2 : : 
Bill under which ae pear ar oe intoxicate. Some people did not require 
j ‘| to send their children for beer, because 


now moved ] i Oz : 
aie af would be accepted, while | they kept it in the house, but in 
others of which he had given notice —,,° 

nla ta other cases there was nobody to send 
would not be moved. . . 

except the wife or the children. Hon. 

AC ; 'Members did not seem to realise what 
Pag 2 ip seme gue of Licencees)— | an invasion of the liberties of the 
— Tully)\—brought up, and read the! working classes of this country it 
i. and second time, and amended, | was that they should not be able to send 
vy leaving out from the word “ liquors’ one of their family for beer. He repre- 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


Mr. TULLY said he had come to an 


to the end of the proposed clause. |sented a working class constituency in 
| Manchester, where there were small 
Clause, as amended, added. | streets inhabited by poor people, who had 


| to do the best they could, and there was 

Amendment proposed— nobody to send for beer except the, 
Sig ihe ie te aiioee dh ; | children. Hundreds of young people 
page 1, line 9, after the word ‘pur-| could be seen in the streets with jugs of 


chaser,’ to insert the words ‘or between the | . 
hour of twelve noon and two p.m., or half-| beer. There was nothing to be ashamed 


past ‘six to half-past eight p.m., to the bona fide | of in that, and nothing wrong in it. 
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He did not think there was any shame| man’s home. He did not wish to delay 
in standing up for a practice like that, | the House with a long speech, but speak- 
which had gone on from time imme-| ng for the working class of the country 
morial. It was all very well for the|—or, at any rate, for the enormous 
promoters of the Bill to try to ram their} section of the better part of them—he 
ideas down the throats of the working} could say, without disrespect to any 
classes, but he believed there would be | portion, that the superior class would be 
great resentment in regard to this| prepared to make a sacrifice, if by its 
measure from one end of the country to| means they could secure the uplifting of 
the other. It would cause a revulsion | their own order. He trusted that after 





of feeling against temperance, which he 
valued as highly as any of the promoters 
of this Bill. The immemorial custom 
of getting beer brought home by one of 
the family was to be created into a crime. 
The thing was so ludicrous that if he had 
not great respect for the promoters of 


the Bill he would really think it was a| 


grim joke. He would support the 
Amendment. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) said he should like 
to say a few words in reply to the right 
hon. Baronet who had just spoken with 
regard to the amount of dinner-time 
drinking among the working classes. 
He ventured to say, from his own experi- 


ence, that for every working man who’ 


had his pint or half-pint of beer for his 
dinner there were a hundred who did not. 
It was a habit among the few, and a large 


proportion of that few would be perfectly | 


willing to sacrifice their half-pint of beer 
to dinner if there were no other con- 
venient means of getting it than by 
sending their children for it ; and if the 
passing of this Bill would tend to the 


bringing up of a better class of children | 


than we had before, by removing them 


from the contaminating influence of the | 
public-house, he for one should be satis- | 
fied. He, unfortunately, knew too many | 


instances—he might almost say thousands 
of instances—in which 


the demorali- | 


this discussion, and after the lengthy 
| debate which took place in the Grand 
Committee, the House would reject the 
| Amendment, and would refuse to assent 
‘to any proposal of the kind. 





Question put, and negatived. 


Sirk J. FERGUSSON moved an 
Amendment to substitute for the words 
| ** intoxicating liquor” in the clause the 
words “ ardent spirits.’ He felt strongly 
that it was a great hardship and injustice 
to prevent the humble people of this 
country from procuring the national 
drink of beer in the only way in which 
most of them could get it. It seemed to 
him that they were not acting in the 
interests of morality or temperance, 
because if a father could not get beer at 
home he would go to the public house 
and stop there. If beer should not be 
sent for by a member of the family, it 
was much more objectionable — that 
spirits should be obtained by the sending 
of children for it. Beer was not always 
an intoxicating liquor, although it got 
that name from the promoters of the 
Bill. In 1878 he was chairman of a 
Royal Commission which dealt with a 
branch of the licensing laws, namely, 
grocers’ licences in Scotland, and there 
| was a considerable volume of evidence 
given them that it was a practice in 





sation of the homes of members of the | Scotland, and he believed it was the case 
working classes had been initiated by and in Ireland, for mothers to send their 
was consequent upon the sending of chil- ,children to the grocer’s for spirits in 
dren to the public-house for beer—and | cups, and to get the whisky put down in 
not only for beer, but for spirits also. He} their bills as tea. This Bill would deal 
dared say hon. Members in this House! with that practice, which nobody would 
on both sides knew there were some cases | Say was a wholesome one ; but he main- 
in which it was the habit of mothers to tained that no evil would result from 
send their children for drink during the | beer being sold to children if it was clear 
absence of the fathers, and that these! that that liquor was to be consumed by 
women, as a consequence, sank to low! the family. It was an absurdity to say 
depths of degradation. It had been the that any harm would result from selling 
means of breaking up many a working small beer to children in open vessels. 


Sir J. Fergusson 
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It had been put forward as one of the | 
erying evils of the sale of small beer to | 
children in open vessels that they sipped | 
it as they went home; but he should. 
imagine that if they sipped too much) 
they would get well boxed when they | 
went home, and that was a sufficient | 
precaution against the practice. He| 
had drunk beer since he was a boy, and | 
now that he approached seventy he) 
could say that a moderate use of beer, 
was not injurious after twelve years of | 
age, although that might be the case | 
with spirits. He begged to move. 


Sale of Intoxicating 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words 
‘intoxicating liquor,’ and insert the words 
‘ardent spirits.’—(Sir James Fergusson.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 


Mr. CROMBIE said he was very glad 
the promoters of the Bill had the approval | 
of the right hon. and gallant Member in 
regard to half the measure. By the 
first clause of the Bill the Act that pre- 
vented the sale of beer to children on 
the premises was repealed, and if the 
Amendment now proposed were carried 
a publican would be able—he did not 
say he would—to sell liquor to a child 
of three or four years of age. [Cries of 
“Oh.”] He repeated he did not say a) 
publican would do it, but there would be 
no law to prevent it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Mr. CROMBIE said that the age in 
the Bill originally was sixteen years, and 
it was in deference to the opposition 
shown to the measure that the age was 
reduced to fourteen years. There were 
good reasons why the age should remain 
at fourteen years. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. CLANCY, in moving the next 
Amendment, said he was thoroughly in 
favour of the principle of the Bill, and 
in moving this Amendment he had no 
desire to kill it. He thought the case of 
Ireland as distinguished from that of 
England was misunderstood by the 
promoters. In England it was generally 
the case that in all the large towns, and 
even villages, the places where intoxicat- 
ing liquor was sold were public-houses 
pure and simple. In Ireland it was 
completely different. Outside the large 
towns he did not suppose there were 
twenty houses which sold liquor alone ; 
they also sold groceries, draperies, ete. 
That system existed also to a large extent 
even in the large cities. The result of 
his inquiries was that out of 800 public- 
houses in Dublin there were only eighty 
public-houses pure and simple, such as 
they found in every part of London. 
The object of this Bill wastwofold. First, 
it was to prevent children going into 
public-houses. In England the Bill 
would be effective, but in Ireland it 
would fail, because they could not pre- 
vent the children going into the shops 


_where they sold beer and spirits, because 
_they sold there 


also groceries and 


drapery. To prevent children going 


into these shops would be to inflict dis- 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.)' 
moved, “In page 1, line 10, to leave 
out ‘fourteen’ and insert ‘ thirteen.’ ”’ 
He contended that it would be a great | 
hardship in the rural districts if they | 
were not allowed to send their children | 
for the family beer. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, to leave out the word | 
‘fourteen’ and insert the word ‘thirteen,’— | 
instead thereof.”—(Mr. Patrick White.) 


. Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word | 
fourteen ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


|abilities on the people of Ireland such 


as were not imposed on the people of 
England. The second object of the Bill 
was to prevent children sipping the drink 
as they went home. He confessed his 
abhorrence of the practice of learning 
children to become drunkards was too 
sincerely felt to induce him to offer any 
opposition to a measure which would 
prevent it; but the Bill, as amended, 
by the words “ corked and sealed vessels ” 
effectually prevented anything of the 
kind. So long as the liquor was taken 
away in corked and sealed vessels it was 
absolutely impossible for a boy or girl 
to sip the liquor on the way home. Why 
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then put a limitation on the amount of | put even a glass of whisky into a bottle 
liquor to be sold in a corked and sealed | and cork it up to fulfil the law. There- 
vessel? In the first place, it was rather fore he hoped that the House would 
ridiculous, from a temperance point of/ retain the small safeguard restricting 
view, to say that a man who wanted the quantity. They had done every- 
liquor should not have it unless he pur- | thing they could to meet the case of those 
chased a pint—more, perhaps, than he who supported the Amendment, even 
wanted. The Bill thus encouraged a to such an extent that some thought 
person to take more than he required, the Bill was now worthless. 
which certainly from a temperance point 
of view was not a satisfactory state of 
things. Again, this particular limitation \Wr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
might be made in Ireland the means of W.) opposed the Amendment. If the 
harassing every Nationalist publican police wished to harass publicans in 
in the country. Three-fourths of the’ [reland they would have the power to 
publicans in Ireland were Nationalists, go jt whether the Amendment was in- 
and the result would be that, when there gerted or not. As long as a child was 
was a time of stress or struggle between allowed at all to go to a public-house the 
the Government and the people, all the | police could harass the publican. The 
forces of the administration would be way to prevent that was to exclude 
directed towards harassing the publicans. [reland from the Bill altogether. His 
The House could easily imagine a police- contention was that they should not 
man having his eye on what he con- sacrifice a measure which would do in- 
sidered a disloyal publican, and opening calculable good for an Amendment of 
a parcel in order to ascertain whether a this kind. Moreover, the publicans of 
child was carrying home a pint, or less [yeland had not said a word against the 
than a pint, of whisky. Ifthe Billcould, pi) All the expressions of opinion he 
be made effective without that limitation, ‘had heard from publicans were entirely 
which would cause very considerable jn fayour of it. There was a memorial 
annoyance, it seemed to him it would presented to the House in favour of the 
he wise to omit it. Bill signed by some of the most eminent 
men in Ireland, including thirty-two 
Amendment proposed— _archbishops and bishops ; the bulk of 
“In page 1, line 12, to leave out from the the Irish party voted in favour of it ; 
word ‘vessels’ to the word ‘for,’ in line 13.°— and after it had gone through all its 
(Ur. Clancy.) , intricate stages in the Grand Committee 
and in the House, it now came back all 
Question proposed, “ That the words battered and torn, thanks to the energy 
‘in quantities not less than one reputed ’ of the hon. Member for South Leitrim. 
stand part of the Bill.” In his opinion the Amendment was 
another attempt to drive a bullet through 
‘the Bill. and he would oppose it. 
Mr. CROMBIE said that the object 
of the Bill was to take away every pre- | 
text for sending a child to a public-house | Mr. TULLY said he desired to support 
at all, and as the Bill went up to the the Amendment. He admired the sin- 
Grand Committee it fulfilled that object. cerity and the enthusiasm of his hon. 
The case of Ireland was very fully friend, but his speech was not sufficiently 
stated before the Committee, and it was logical to justify the position he had 
proposed that under certain circum- taken up. 
stances a child might be sent to fetch 
liquor in a closed vessel. That was only 
carried by a majority of one in the Com-- Mr.O’SHAUGHNESSY said they were 
mittee, and the Committee limited the, entirely in favour of this Bill, and he 
evil that would result from it by putting | had a memorial signed by almost every 
in the restriction as to quantity. Ifa|eminent person in Ireland in favour of it; 
child could be sent to fetch liquor in any ' but thanks to the energies of the hon. 
quantity it would only be necessary to. Member for South Leitrim it had been 


Mr. Clancy. 
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entirely altered in Committee, and he | practice of farmers in Ireland, especially 
for one should repudiate it and vote | at the harvest time, to employ a number 
against the motion. | of extra men, and they would get in a 
| barrel of beer to distribute to those men 
, eee i while they were at work, and it would 
Mr. TULLY said of course every greedy | be hard if under this Act a child could 
publican was in favour of the Bill, and | not go into her father’s barn and draw 
many were against him for the action|the beer which was to be distributed 
he had taken. The principle of the | among the men. It was never intended 
Act had been put into operation in| that this Bill should cover such a case 
Liverpool for the last three years. There | as that, and therefore, in order to qualify 
the magistrates prevented liquor being | the phrase in the Bill, he begged to 
sold to children under thirteen years. | move the Amendment standing in his 
name. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! The | 

question before the House is whether) Amendment proposed— 

liquor shall be sold in a less quantity! «qn page 1, line 18, after the second word 
than a pint. The hon. Member must | ‘or,’ to insert the word ‘habitually.’ ”—(M>. 


speak to the Amendment. | Tully.) 
| Question proposed, “ That the word 


Mr. TULLY said he would confine| bitually ° be there inserted. 
himself to the pint. The original pro- | 
posal was to insert one. quart," but) Mr. CROMBIE said that this clause 
A a ape cage iY, ©”; | was not put in at the instance of the 


tal SSi i int.’ | 5; ; 
ned concession of “ one reputed pint | promoters of the Bill, but at the instance 


- a org eng plea iin a Pores of the representatives of the trade. The 
aeiated rte ae aie ance te Hat we question was fully discussed upstairs ; 
the esis shana of the Ht ‘ead sein at it was a complicated legal point which he 
to the U tai iis ' Me tat nin tl “nk | Was not competent to discuss, but in the 
vary wala I prec “a —— th | opinion of some eminent legal gentlemen. 
ier ‘ee des; Aciamiinanein: ime on | n the Committee the introduction 
y this ¢ ; alse . ‘“ eee eer é 
his opinion the Bill was now practically | * 1099 peer Ponape ld might do 
dead, but he would support it neverthe-| pp yy eg ene re ne COME NOE accept 
m — | the Amendment. 


less, 


: Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


' Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
Mr. TULLY said that the Amendment | side) said that the Bill had now a new 
ge 4 now a, : move was | principle which it did not contain when. 
© 0 he —— which the promoters | it was read a first time or when it was 
: made with him. He thought the | before the Committee. In the original 
“lause as it stood was a very wide one, | Bill only the publican was to be penalised. 
and the reason for its being made so | As the Bill now came before the House, 
wide was that it was the wish of the pro- | both the publican who supplied the 
— to bring clubs within the purview | child and the person who sent the 
ot the Act. He was entirely in favour | child were to be penalised. The parent 
of such an idea, but the form of words | was to be penalised for what ? For doing 
eet was pte boi 4 poe pene ory — a ee 7 
: carry out that object. e words | mig e sald that by sending a chi 
places where intoxicating liquors are|to fetch beer from a public-house the 
sold, delivered, or distributed,” had a| child was exposed to temptation. That 
very wide meaning, and he wanted to | might be true, but it was not the business. 
a in that sentence the word “ habi- | of the State to attempt to instruct 
on y” in places where intoxicating parents how to bring up their children. 
iquors were habitually sold. It was the | If they accepted such a principle as this 
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nobody could say where it would stop. 
It was a new and a dangerous principle, 
and one which, if it came into operation, 
would be deeply and bitterly resented by 
the working classes. He begged to move | 
the Amendment standing in his name. 


Expiring Lows 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 21, after the word ‘ penal- 
ties,’ to insert the words ‘nothing in this sec- 
tion shall apply to any sale or delivery made in 
compliance with a particular and _ specific 
written order, signed by the parent or guardian 
of the person to whom the liquor is sold or 
delivered.’”—(Mr. James Hope.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. 'T. M. HEALY expressed surprise 
that the hon. Member,who was a represen- | 
tative of the greatest Catholic family 
in this country, should have moved such 
an Amendment as this. None of the 
Irish Members, no matter how strong | 
they might be on the side of the brewers, | 
had ventured to move such a degrading | 
and loathsome Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Those are not words 
which should be applied to the Amend- : 
ment of any hon. Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he should be | 
sorry to say anything against the House | 
as a whole on a matter of this kind, 
but he did think they were entitled to 
make a protest, in view of the charges 
made against some of his hon. friends, | 
that it was the representative of an | 
English Catholic family who moved such | 
an abominable Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 28, after the word ‘other,’ | 
to insert the word ‘solid.’ ”’—(Dr. Thompson.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word | 
“solid ’ be there inserted.” | 


Mr. CROMBIE said he had no objec- | 
tion to the Amendment, but if the hon. | 
Member objected—— 


| continued by the Bill. 


Mr. TULLY said Members had gone | 


away believing that the Bill would be ' 


Mr. James Lope. 
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‘earried in 
‘understanding had hitherto been ad- 
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its present form. ‘The 


hered to, and if it was departed from on 
the matter of sealing-wax a very large 
question would be opened. 


Dr. THOMPSON ‘pointed out that 
he had moved the Amendment after 


consultation with the hon. Member 
himself. 
Mr. TULLY said that was _ before 


any arrangement had been come to. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 1, to leave out from the 
word ‘ with’ to the word ‘ withdrawn,’ in line3, 


| inclusive.’ ”—(Dr. Thompson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 


| proposed to be left out stand part of 
| the Bill.” 


Amendment,. by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. O'DOHERTY, who had on the 


Paper a motion for the rejection of the 


Bill, appealed to the Government not 
‘to take the Bill at that hour. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 


| LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) pointed out that 


the Bill had already been postponed two or 
three times, and a period of the session 


‘had now been reached at which it was 


necessary that some progress should be 
made with the measure. He under- 
stood the objection of the hon. Member 
to be to one particular measure to be 
Whatever might 
be the decision of the House with regar 
to that particular measure, the whole 
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Bill could not be thrown out, and the 
Second Reading must under any circum- 
stances be obtained. He therefore sug- | 
gested that the hon. Member could more | 
properly raise his point by moving in 
Committee to omit the particular 
measure to which he had objection. | 


{14 Avucust 1901} 


them. 


Loans Bill. 850- 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 


said that on behalf of the Treasury he 
could not accept the responsibility the 
hon. Member proposed to place upon 
The loans at less than 4 per cent. 
were almost exclusively loans on the 
guarantee of local rates, and even those, 


| in the present state of the money market, 


Mr. O'DOHERTY thought the point 
of the hon. Member a very fair one, 
and intimated that he would raise the | 
question in Committee. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. and com- 


mitted for to-morrow. 


and with the conditions under which 
the money was raised, had to be, at the 
very lowest, at 3} per cent., and for 
longer terms of years 34 or 33 per cent. 


| The cases the hon. Member had in mind 


were certain Irish railways, made prim- 
arily as business concerns for profit, and 
not at all for similar purposes to those 
for which loans were granted on the 
guarantee of local rates. The one 


‘exception was in regard to the Light 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.* 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer, (Cumberlaud, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ! 


‘Railways Act. 
‘for light railways in this country was 


The amount set aside 


a limited sum, and it was for the 


_ purpose of developing agricultural dis- 


tricts which had been in great difficulties, 


‘and in whose development there was a 


Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to. 


| 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that | 
the only Act under which the ‘Trea-} 
sury Commissioners could advance , 
money for public works in Ireland , 
was an Act of William, dated 1831, | 
and that Act limited the power of the | 
Commissioners to advancing at 4 per) 
cent. for twenty-five years. Quite re-| 
cently the Treasury had accepted only | 
2} per cent. for certain loans in England, 
and he desired to move the clause of } 
which he had given notice in order that | 


the example of more recent times might | 


be followed in regard to Ireland. 
= { 
New clause— 
‘* Notwithstanding anything in The Public | 
Works (Ireland) Act, 1831, or any Act amend- | 
ing the same to the contrarv, any advance by | 
the Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland, | 
under such Acts for the extension and pro- 
motion of public works in Ireland, including | 
railways. may be made at such rate of interest | 
not less than three per centum and for such | 
period and upon such terms and conditions as | 
subject to the approval of the Commissioners | 
of His Majesty’s ‘'reasury may be determined | 
by the said Commissioners of Public Works.” | 
—(Mr. Flynn.) 





} 


Brought up, and read the first time. | 


| 
| 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


national interest. The case the hon. 
Member had privately brought under 
his notice was receiving consideration, 
but it was on an entirely different 
footing. It was the case of a railway 
built rather for excursion traffic than 
anything else, and its difficulties were- 
not altogether foreign to bad or un- 
successful management in the past. 
He hoped the Amendment would not 
be pressed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, 
although in one afternoon they voted 
£23,000,000 for the Navy and 
£20,000,000 for the Army, the Treasury 


' would not agree to this proposal, which 


had for its object the enabling of a 
small railway in the South of Ireland to 
obtain cheap borrowing terms. He 
would be loyal to Singapore or Hong 
Kong, but he had great difficulty in 
being loyal to an Irish money lender, 
even though he came from London. 
£2,000,000 were to be lent at 3 per cent. 
to people living in places discovered 
yesterday in order that they might 


'send. their telegrams cheaply by the 


Pacific cable, but to a paying country 
like Ireland, discovered 3,000 years 
ago, and from which England obtained 
£10,000,000 a year in taxes, not a penny 
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would be given, or if any money was lent | made to him, but he wished it to be 
interest at the rate of 4 or 5 per cent. | distinctly understood that he made no 
was insisted on. Only countries the | bargain that the terms already offered 
natives of which wore waist-bands | in regard to repayment or interest should 
appealed to the Government. It seemed | be reduced. 

to him that a waist-band was the sole | 

link which bound the colonies to the} Motion and clause, by 
mother country. He thought that, seeing | drawn. ° 
that money was now so cheap, when | 
the policy of the Colonial Secretary had | 
brought Consols down from 113 to 
about 92, it was only reasonable to | 
expect that the small and humble pro-| 
posal of the hon. Member should have 
heen accepted. 


leave, with. 


Bill reported without amendment ; 
‘to be read the third time to-morrow, 


ROYAL TITLES BILL [Lords]. 
Order for the Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


Sirk JAMES HASLETT said that. ,, - . - 
many Members would be glad if} That the Bill be now read the third 
the Financial Secretary could see his | time. 
way to reconsider his decision in this’ 
case. He was afraid that in times past. = Mr. DILLON desired, on behalf of the 
loans had been made to Ireland and! Nationalist Members, to recorda final pro- 


had had to be written off, but he hoped 
the credit of that country was now in a 
more satisfactory condition. 


test against the Bill. ‘The measure was 
unnecessary and uncalled for, and had 
been forced on the colonies by the 
Colonial Oftice. He regarded it merely 
as another move in the Imperialistic game, 
which had already brought so much 
ruin and sorrow in its train, and he 
' should certainly divide the House against 
‘the Third Reading. 


Mr. FLYNN said he did not wish to 
put the House to the trouble of a division, 
but he hoped the Financial Secretary | 
would take into account the case he had | 





brought before his notice. 


Mr. AUSTEN 
said he would very 
the representations 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allen, Chas. P. (Gleuc.,Stroud) | 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour,Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks | 


Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Question put. 


CHAMBERLAIN | 
carefully consider | 
which 


been 53. 


had 


AYES. 


Chapman, Edward 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Crombie. John William 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


' Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Fellowes, Hon. 


Ailwyn Edw. 


' Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. H 


Chamberlain J. Austen(Wore’r 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

es ng lille 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 


, Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnkldon 


Goulding, Edward Alfre1 
Greene, Henry D. ‘Shrewsbury 


The House divided :— Ay 
(Division List No. 475.) 


es. 133 : Noes, 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higg*nbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legge, Co!. Hon. Heneage 
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Leveson-Gower,F rederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, RtHnJW(Cum.Penr. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
McIver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Middlemore, John T. 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy,: William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 





| M‘Govern, T. 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

! Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
' O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

' O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W.) 
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Moss, Samuel 

Murray, Rt,Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Co]. W. (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Co. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant,James Farquharson | 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalyb’dge | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Seely, Capt.J. E. B. (I. of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, John (lorfarshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 

M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murnaghan, (reorge 
Murphy, John 


O’Doherty, William 


(No 2) Bill. 854 
Smith,JamesParker(Lana. '. 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Stra. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv- 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A.(GlamorganGower 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, RtHnJ.Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wodehouse, RtHn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford ) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 








Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 
without amendment. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS (No. 2) BILL. 
[SECOND READING]. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said the 
oject of the Bill was to extend the opera- 
tion of the Light Railways Act. The 
Light Railways Act had not been used 
for the benefit of agricultural districts, 
as was intended by Parliament, but had 
been taken advantage of by speculators, 
who had obtained permission from the 
Board of Trade to construct tramways 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
_ O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


| on very easy conditions. The Act had 
not been administered in the spirit in 
which Parliament intended. It had only 
benefited big railway companies and 
promoters of tramway companies. He 
begged to move that the Bill be read that 
day three months. He would withdraw 
his opposition to the Bill if he received a 
promise from the President of the Board 
of Trade that the proposed additional 
Commissioner to be appointed under the 
Bill at £1,000 a year would only be 
appointed for a year, and that the whole 
subject would then be reconsidered. §® f 





Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘now’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(.Mr. O'Mara.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent) said 


he would second the rejection of the Bill. | 


The sLight Railways Act had not been 
worked in the way Parliament intended. 


The Commissioners had done their work | 


badly, and he did not think they should 
have any salary at all. The Act had 


been worked in a way that was never | 


intended. He approved of the object 
for which it was originally brought in, 
namely, to assist the agricultural dis- 
tricts. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked the | 


President of the Board of Trade why this 
Bill should be necessary. He thought 
they had got rid of the Light Railways 
Bill till next year. Why was another 
Commissioner to be appointed at the 
salary proposed in the Bill? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said those who were 


in favour 6f municipalisation, if they 
understood their true interest, should 
have supported the President of the 
Board of Trade. 
hon. Gentleman had been subjected to 
some needless criticism by those who 
had not taken an intelligent view of the 
question. He could say for himself that, 
if the President of the Board of Trade 
could show any reason for giving this 
money he would not oppose it. They had 
recently had a visit of American capital- 
ists. He believed that American capital 
was likely to do an enormous amount of 
good in Ireland, but was it because of the 
visit of these American millionaires that 


work of the Light Railways Commission | 


was to be increased 2 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) said he did not think it necessary 
to make a defence of the policy of the 
administration of the Light Railwyas Act 
in Ireland. That Act had been successful 


beyond expectation, and had led to an, 
immense increase of enterprise in this | 
He wished to say a few words | 
as to. the reasons why this comparatively | 


The. 


country. 


small proposal had been made. 


work under the Act had been much 
greater than was anticipated, and of the 
three Commissioners appointed under 
the original Act only one was paid, Lord 
Jersey, who had been Chairman for five 
years, and Mr. Gerald FitzGerald being 


{COMMONS} 


He thought the right | 
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unpaid. Mr. FitzGerald had resigned, 
having found that he could no longer 
, continue his services, and it became neces- 
sary to appoint another Commissioner in 
his place. Having regard to the extent 
and arduous character of the work, he 
thought the House would see that they 
could hardly find a successor to Mr. 
FitzGerald without paying a salary. It 
was necessary to appoint a qualified sue- 
_ cessor, and it was hoped that such would 
be found at a salary of £1,000. The Act 
_would be continued for a year, after 
which he hoped the whole matter would 
| be dealt with in a broader and more com- 
prehensive spirit. 


Mr. COGHILL asked why the right 
‘hon. Gentleman had withdrawn the 


first Bill. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Simply 


and solely because it would have given 
| rise to a large amount of discussion. 


*Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said there 
' were several large questions connected 
| with this Bill into which he would gladly 
| have entered, but this was not the occa- 
| sion to discuss them. As the President 
| of the Board of Trade had said, something 
/ must be done, because the Act must go on. 


| He should like to join the President of the 
| Board of Trade in stating that the work of 
| the Commission had been done at a very 
, smal] cost to thecountry. Men of ability 
| and experience hadgiven agreat deal of time 
to it, and the country was in particular 
much indebted to Lord Jersey for his 
(assiduous and very valuable services 
'as chairman. He thought that the 
request of the Government for a salary 
for another Commission was reasonable, 
although he did not know whether it 
would be possible to get a man of Mr. 
FitzGerald’s experience and ability for a 
salary of £1,000 a year. It was certainly 
very desirable that the Government 
should bring in a Bill early next session, 
for there were a great many outstanding 
questions to be cansidered. One point 
which gave rise to difficulty was that the 
light railways should be made on the 
highways as proposed in the original 
‘Bill. His opinion always had been that 
they ought to be made on_ highways 
rather than across country ; and it was 
in the hope that this would be largely 
done that he had brought in the original 


| 
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857 = Great Indian Peninsula 
Light Railways Bill of 1895. But he | 
was the last person to desire that the 
power of using highways, which in his 
belief already existed, should be used to | 
deprive local authorities of the power of 
acquiring tramways which they possessed 
under the Tramways Acts. It did not, | 
however, follow that the purchase provi- 
sions in regard to tramways should in 
their existing form be necessarily appli- 
cable to light railways, and particularly 
to light railways worked by electricity, 
in which the initial cost was heavy, but 
in some way or other he conceived that 
the powers and rights of the local autho. | 
rities ought to be safe-guarded. He sug- 
gested that when the promised Bill was 
brought in early next session a Select 
Committee might be appointed to con- 
sider on what principle the terms should 
he fixed for the purchase of the under- 
takings by local authorities. 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) said he 
did not wish to say one word against the 
Light Railway Commissioners. They | 
had done their work exceedingly well at a 
comparatively small cost. But if this 
Bill was to be the means of perpetuating 
the Light Railways Act in its present 
form he would he strongly opposed to it. | 
His experience had been that the great 
bulk ot the Orders made under the Light 
Railways Act might have been more 
properly called Tramway Orders. He 
did not think that the President of the 
Board of Trade could point to more than 
two or three cases where Light Railways 
had been made within the provisions 
of the Light Railways Act. They were 
almost exclusively tramways. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I | 
must say the debate is drifting from the 
subject matter of the Bill. A discussion 
of the administration of the Light Rail- 
wavs Act will be out of order. 


Mr. MOSS said his reason for opposing 
the Bill was because he had been given to | 
understand by the observations of the | 
right hon. Gentleman that, unless this | 
Bill was passed, the Light Railways Act 
was likely to come to an end and that | 
there would not be a Commission to | 
carry on the Act. For his part he | 


should not be sorry to see it discontinued, | 


VOL. XCIX, 


[FourtH Series.) | 


{14 AuGust 1901} 








Railway Debentures. 858 


because the Act had heen carried out so 


| differently from what had been intended. 


He hoped that some Bill would be intro- 
duced next year to amend the Act so 


that the old Tramways Act should not be 
| evaded. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY said that what they 
wanted to know was who the man was 
to be appointed to this position. He 
had introduced early in the session a 
short measure dealing with light  rail- 
ways in his own county. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
on this Bill. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY said he was only 
about to point out that the Bill was an 
extension of the Tramways Act of 1860. 
He would appeal to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to inform the House who was the 
gentleman about to be appointed. Was 
he a man conversant with the Tram- 
ways Acts and the Light Railways Act 
of 1896, and was he an engineer, or a 
railway manager, or an_ ex-railway 
manager. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) 
said that the Light Railways Act in his 
part of the country had hitherto been 


' used for a number of abortive projects by 


which money was lost. He did not think 
light railways would develop until per- 
mission were given for them to run along 
the highways. 


Mr. O’MARA said that in view of the 
pledge given by the President of the 
Board of Trade, that the whole matter 
would be revised, he would withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for to-morrow. 


EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES) 
BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
2K 

















859 Adjournment of {COMMONS} the House 860 
MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL | tions of this country under the Brussels 


{Lords}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.} 


[Mr. J. W. Lowraer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


asked what date would be inserted in 
the schedule. 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
he had made inquiries and found that the 
Ist of January, 1828, would be asafe date. 
He hoped that would meet the views of 
the hon. Member. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In schedule, line 25, to insert ‘Ist of 


January, 1828, or.’” 
Agreed to. 


Bill reported, with Amendments ; as 
amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY asked how long 
the House would be kept sitting. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
strain on the House was very great, but 
he understood it was for the general 
convenience that they should adjourn on 
Saturday. 


REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 


DEATHS BILL. 


As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT 
| Lords]. 


Considered in Committee, and reported 
without Amendment. 


PATENT LAW BILL 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said they were 
entitled to know what the Bill was for. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the. 
object of the Bill was to fulfil the obliga- | 


Conference. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL [Lords]. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order for Committee be dis- 
charged and the Bill withdrawn.” 


ALKALI, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the Bill was only opposed very mildly by 
one Member, and he would appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to proceed with it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the Bill 
was very strongly opposed, and that it 
was unfair to suggest that such a 
contentious measure should be proceeded 
with at that hour. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN 
[Lords]. 

Order for Third Reading read. 


BILL 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he would 
suggest that the Order be discharged and 
the Bill withdrawn. It was very con- 
tentious, and as far as he was concerned 
he would fight it on every occasion. 


Third Reading deferred till to-morrow. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 
Resolved, That the Statement of the 
Estimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and Travers’ Foun- 
dation for the year 1901-2 be approved. 
—(Mr. Pretyman.) 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered. Amend- 
ments made; Bill read the jthird time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


| In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


Adjourned at five minutes before 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 15th August, 1901. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


usT 1901} 862 


and Marriages in Scotland (Abstracts of 
1899). 


Reports, &c. 


AFRICA (No. 1) (1901). 
Report by His Majesty’s Commissioner 


Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and | on the East African Protectorate. 


XLV. considered (according to Order) | 


and suspended for the remainder of the | 
session. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PAISLEY DISTRICr TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) 
BILL. 


LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) 
BILL. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES. 

Abstract of the returns made to the 
Board of Trade of shipping casualties 
which occurred on or near the coasts, or 
in rivers and harbours, of the United 
Kingdom, from lst July, 1899, to 30th 
June, 1900; and shipping casualties 
which occurred to British vessels else- 
where than on or near the coasts, or in 
rivers and harbours, of the United King- 
dom, and to foreign vessels on or near 
the coasts, or in rivers or harbours, of 
British Possessions abroad, reported 
during the same period ; with charts and 
appendices. 


BOARD OF TRADE (TRADE UNIONS). 


Report by the Chief Labour Corre- 
spondent of the Board of Trade on 
Trade Unions in 1900. 





GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [u.1.]. 

Commons’ Amendments considered, 

(according to Order), and agreed to. 


GREENOCK CORPORATION 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 


ORDER 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDER (No. 4.) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order); Amendments made; _ then 
(Standing Orders Nos. XX XIX. and XLV. 
having been suspended) Amendments 
reported ; Bill read 34, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
1 General report to the Board of Trade 
| upon the accidents that have occurred on 
'the railways of the United Kingdom 
during the year 1900. 


| 2. Returns of accidents and casualties 
|as reported to the Board of Trade by 
|the several railway companies in the 
United Kingdom during the three 
months ended 31st March, 1901, in 
pursuance of the Regulation of Railways 
(Act (1871), 34th and 35th Victoria, 
chap. 78; together with reports of the 
inspecting officers of the Railway Depart- 
ment to the Board of Trade upon certain 
accidents which were inquired into. 


3. Similar Returns during the six 
months ended 30th June, 1901. 


FOREIGN IMPORT DUTIES. 
Statement of the rates of import 
duties levied in European countries, in 
the United States, and in Japan, upon 
the produce and manufactures of the 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES. 


_ Forty-fifth Detailed Annual Report of 
the Registrar General of Births, Deaths, | 


VOL. XCIX. [Fourru Sertes.] 


United Kingdom. 


BOARD OF TRADE (PROFOSED NEW 
GERMAN TARIFF). 
Translation of the proposed new Ger- 
man Customs Tariff, with comparison, as 
far as possible, of the rates of Custums 


2L 
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duty contained in the proposed tariff, 
with the rates at present in force on im- 
a into Germany from the United 


Congested Districts Board 


ingdom. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 329, Malta (Report for 1900). 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Proclamation issued by Lord Kitchener, 
as Administrator of the Transvaal, on 
Ist July, 1901, respecting payments under 
contracts to purchase or lease land or 
mining rights, ete., entered into prior to 
the war. 


{LORDS} 





NAVY. 

Report of the Committee appointed to 
inquire into the question of navy rations, 
ete. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | 


(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
Additional and Amending General 
Orders for the regulation of proceedings 
under and in pursuance of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899. 


ARMY. 


1. Reserve.—Further regulations re- 
lating to the Army Reserve. 

2. Militia.—Further regulations 
lating to the Militia. 


re- 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER.) 

Order made by the county council of 

the county of Lancaster re-dividing the 

Eccles Parliamentary Division into con 


venient polling districts. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS 
1894 anv 1896. 
Four Orders relating to the foreign 
animals wharves at Deptford and Cardiff. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


ACTS, 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with : 
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National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent 
Land) 
The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.}, 


ROYAL TITLES BILL [#.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendments agreed to. 
LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [1.1]. 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [#.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 
EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 
BETTING. 
Message from the Commons for copies 
of the Reports, etc., from the Select Com- 


mittees. Ordered to be communicated 
accordingly. 
EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 


PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES) 
BILL.—(The Earl of Hardwicke.) (No. 205.) 


REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
DEATHS BILL.—(The Lord Kenyon.) 
(No. 206.) 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN.—(The Lord Bishop of Roches 
ter.) (No. 207.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
—(The Lord Ashbourne.) (No. 208.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1%; 

to be printed; and to be read 2 to 

morrow. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*ToeE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHpourne): My Lords, 
in the absence of my noble friend Lord 
Denbigh, I have to move the Second 
Reading of this Bill. The Congested 
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Districts Board, which was formed some 
years ago by Mr. Arthur Balfour, has 
from time to time needed amendments 
in its original constitution, and this 
short Bill, which has passed through the 
House of Commons, is, like the other 
Amendments that have been agreed to, 
designed to smooth the operations and 
facilitate the working of the Board. The 
first clause is introduced for the purpose 
of facilitating the management of land 
by the Congested Districts Board. The 
provision is safeguarded by the fact that 
its operation is in the hands of a public 
board, that three-fourths of the tenants 
in number and value must initiate 
what is to be done, and that full power 
is given to the County Courts to see 
that ample compensation in exchange or 
money is given for the farm taken. 
The other clauses of the Bill are also 
intended to improve the machinery of 
the Board, and in these circumstances I 
hope your Lordships will accord the 
Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 
—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 


[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Tur Ear or DUDLEY: My Lords, the 
object of this Bill is to enable the Govern- 
ment to obtain some land adjacent to the 
National Gallery in order to make 
adequate provision against fire in that 
building. Only the other day a fire 
broke out in a house very close to the 
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is a Bill which enables land to be taken 
compulsorily. That is a very serious 
matter at this period of the session. I 
have, however, had a conversation with 
my right hon. friend the Chief Com- 
| missioner of Works, and I understand 
|that he is prepared to, omit the com- 
| pulsory powers and that an Amendment 
|to that effect will be moved in Com- 
mittee. In these circumstances, although 
| I am bound to say it is very late in the 
session for a Bill of this kind to be intro- 
duced, I do not think it right, having 
regard to the considerations which have 
been advanced by my noble friend, to 
oppose the Bill. But the taking of land 
compulsorily should not be allowed 
unless an opportunity is afforded to 
persons who may be injuriously affected 
to object. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 24 
accordingly, and (Standing Orders Nos. 
XXXIX. and XLV. having been sus- 
pended) committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House forthwith. 


House in Committee accordingly. 


Bill reported, without amendment, and 
read 34, 


THe Earn or DUDLEY: I now beg 
to move an Amendment to carry out the 
suggestion made by the Chairman of 
Committees omitting the provision deal- 
ing with the compulsory powers of 
taking land. 

Amendment made. 


Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 


AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 





National Gallery, and the danger in that 
way is so great that a measure of this 
kind is necessary and advisable in the 
interest of the great works of art con- 
tainedin the building. I hope, therefore, 
that your Lordships will give the Bill a 
Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 
—(The Earl of Dudley.) 

Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morte): My Lords, before 
the Bill is read a second time I should 
like to call attention to the fact that it 





LorpD BELPER: My Lords, in moving 
the Second Reading of this Bill I do not 
think it will be necessary to inform your 
Lordships that the Bill has received very 
full and detailed discussion both in a 
Standing Committee of the other House 
and in the House itself. It is in no 
sense a contentious measure, and, 
although there have been considerable 
differences of opinion with regard to 
details, the discussions have been carried 
on on both sides of the House of Commons 
in a businesslike manner, and with a 


2L2 
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desire to come to the most satisfactory | reason why the other regulations with 
conclusions possible with regard to the regard to factories should not obtain. 
details of this very large and complicated Therefore the Bill proposes to extend 
measure. Considerable Amendments those regulations to these two particular 
have been embodied in the Bill, and it industries. These are the prominent 
comes to your Lordships’ House with features, and they are matters of detail 
the good wishes, of all who desire to see it and not of principle. As to the laundry 
passed. No new principle is embodied | question, when the Bill was considered 
in the measure. It carries out two it was thought desirable that the present 
objects ; first, it amends the Factory law, which has not been found to work 
and Workshop Act in several respects in | satisfactorily, should be amended, and 
which experience has shown that amend- therefore laundries were put into the Bill 
ment is needed. I think it will be! for the purpose of being regulated. In 
recognised by all that it will be an) the Standing Committee there was a very 
immense boon to all concerned to have | full and long discussion on the matter, 
the whole law consolidated in one Act, and very strong objection was taken 
as is done in this Bill. Owing to the late by the Irish Members to any inspection 
period of the session at which the Bill! of laundries carried on in conventual 
comes before your Lordships, | do not | establishments. Finally the Bill went 


think it will be considered necessary that | to the House with a clause in it dealing 
I should address the House at any length | with laundries with the exception of this 
on the subject, but I should like to call | particular class which were not to be 
attention to one or two of the principal | inspected. This was following a course 
changes in the law which are brought of procedure which had been adopted 
about by this Bill, and to one or two of | on previous occasions when some objec- 
the most important points in the, tions were taken by the Irish Members. 
measure. The first important point to When the matter came before the whole 
which I will refer is the question , House the Home Secretary was placed in 
dealing with dangerous trades. Under a great difficulty. It was his desire to 
the existing state of the law some see the laundries continued in the Bill. 
inconvenience is found, and the Bill At the same time he had to consider the 
proposes that in any dangerous trade | Bill asa whole. There was the strongest 
the Secretary of State shall have the objection to exempted laundries being in 
power to draft the regulations which | competition with other laundries, while 
are to be enforced in factories where | on the other hand the Irish Members 
a dangerous trade is being carried on. | were determined, in any case, to prevent 
There will be the fullest opportunity |inspection, and the Home Secretary 
to those affected ; they will have a hear-| finally decided to omit the clause 
ing, before a competent person who will | altogether. This was carried by an over- 
be appointed for the purpose, with regard | whelming majority. This is not the first 
to the regulations which have been made. | time that pressure had been brought 
After that hearing it will lie in the power | to bear, and certainly it is not the first 
of the Secretary of State to deal with the time that at this late period of a session 
matter, and he will have the full|it has been found necessary to omit 
responsibility subject to the control “4 clauses owing to the exigencies of the 
Parliament. The Bill also deals with / moment. It will be admitted, I think, 
the regulation of work which is given that if there ever was a Bill in which 
out, as it is thought that places of this | such a necessity might arise it is in the 
kind should be under proper inspection | case of this large Bill, which contains 
and control. The Bill deals with a/ no less than 162 clauses and covers over 
number of other matters, such as ventila-| 100 pages of printed matter. It will 
tion, drainage, inspection of steam be impossible for the Government to 
boilers, and also with the fish curing | agree to any Amendment in your Lord- 
and fruit preserving industries. As , ships’ House in opposition to the striking 
those industries depend on _ perishable | out of the clause, for that would endanger 
articles it is necessary that the stringent | the passing of the Bill. Of course, the 
regulations with regard to hours should | Government did not pledge themselves 
not be enforced, but at the same time | with regard to the future. The whole 
it has been thought that there is no | matter can be left open to be dealt with, 
Lord Belver. 
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if thought desirable, on another occasion. | before your Lordships on more than one 
One other point to which I wish to refer | occasion. When in 1891 the Govern- 
is the Saturday half-holiday. The Home| ment of the day introduced a Bill with 
Secretary resisted the proposal that) regard to factories the question of laun- 
it should commence at 12 o’clock instead | dries was prominently brought before 
of 1 o'clock, but the decision of the House | your Lordships. My noble friend Lord 
was against the Government. My right | Dunraven moved an Amendment, which 
hon. friend accepted that decision, and | met with considerable support, in favour 
the Government cannot accept any | of including laundries in the Act. In 
Amendment on that matter. I hope I| the Act of 1895, which was introduced 


have said enough to induce your Lord-| by Lord Rosebery’s Government and 


ships to pass the Bill without any sub- 
stantial Amendments. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.— 
(Lord Belper.) 


*LorD WINDSOR: My Lords, I do not 
wish to occupy the time of the House 
with any remarks upon the Second 
Reading, because I have no objection 
to what is contained in the Bill, but to 
what is omitted. I think that some 


protest should be made with regard | 


to the little opportunity we have had 


of examining this Bill, as it was not, 
I only rise | 


printed till this morning. 


now to intimate that in Committee I | 
shall move a clause dealing with laun- | 


dries, inserting the clause as amended 


in the other House, with the addition of | 


what was known as Mr. Talbot’s Amend- 
ment. 


Ear. SPENCER: My Lords, I wish | 


\tary of State himself say with regard to 


to associate myself with the noble Lord 
who has just spoken in protesting against 
the position in which the House of Lords 


is placed by having this long and impor- | 
tant Bill brought forward on the last 


night but one of the session. I believe 
that I am the sole representative of the 
Opposition present, and the Government 
may blame the noble Lords who support 
me for not being present. But the 
practice is of long standing, and I find 


even the usually well filled benches | 
I therefore most | 
earnestly protest againt a Bill of this’ 
magnitude and importance being brought | 


opposite rather bare. 


on at so late a period of the session. This 
Bill, as the noble Lord who introduced 
it said, consolidates the present law and 
enacts certain new clauses. I do not 
propose to discuss the general enactments 


| taken up by Lord Salisbury’s Govern- 
ment, there was a clause referring to 
| laundries, but it contained this important 
exception— 

“Nothing in this section shall apply to 
|any laundry in which the only persons 
| employed are (a) inmates of any prison, re- 
'formatory, or industrial school or other 
| institution for the time being subject to inspec- 
| tion under any Act other than this Act; or 
| (b) inmates of an institution conducted in 
good faith for religious or charitable purposes. 

“ Nothing in this section shall apply to any 
|laundry in which the only persons employed 
| are members of the same family dwelling there, 
or in which the number of persons ordinarily 
/ employed (exciusive of such members, if any) 
does not exceed two.” 


| The noble Lord, in moving the Second 
| Reading of this Bill, admitted that the 
clauses of that Act which referred to 
laundries—I mean the laundries held for 
_ profit by private people—were ineffective 
and unsatisfactory. What did the Secre- 


‘this not long ago? He said— 


“But the Committee [the Committee of 1895] 
| to which the Bill was referred did not accept 
the proposal in its entirety, for although it was 
not the intention of the Committee to remove 
laundries from the operations of the sanitary 
provisions thev thought that the nature of the 
operations carried on in laundries required 
| some relaxation of the law with respect to the 
daily distribution of the hours of labour. How- 
ever, the clause embodying the regulations 
approved by that Committee was drawn in so 
hazy a fashion that it did not carry out what I 
believe were the intentions of the Committee, 
and as a fact it has been found practically in- 
capable of enforcement for many reasons.” 
Therefore the Bill as it now stands, 
without any reference to laundries, will 
continue what has been found to he a 
great hardship with regard to those 
employed in laundries. As the noble 
| Lord has stated, in the present Bill there 





of the Bill; they are no doubt of con-| was originally a clause dealing with 
siderable importance, and I should be! laundries, and though exceptions were 
very sorry if they were not passed. At/ attached to it in Grand Committee, I 
the same time I must refer to one grave; would much rather have had the clause 
omission from the Bill—the clause dealing | with the exceptions than no clause at all. 
with laundries. This question has been ‘I do not believe that a laundry which is 
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carried on under proper sanitary condi- 
tions would on that account be unable 
to compete with other laundries. As to 
the religious question, anyone who has 
been long in Ireland must have admira- 
tion for the great philanthropic work 
done by the nuns. They appear to 
object to inspection of the laundries 
attached to their convents, and I regret 
it exceedingly, because in the great 
majority of cases they conduct the laun- 
dries in a perfectly efficient and satis- 
factory manner, and they can have 
nothing to fear from inspection, while 
by refusing it they will, I am afraid, put 
themselves under suspicion. I noticed 
that in another place a well known 
member of the Roman Catholic faith 
approved of an Amendment which 
enabled inspection to be made, and that 
gives me some hope that even in Ireland 
an arrangement might be made whereby 
these regulations could be applied. 


most strongly and earnestly protest | 


against the omission of the laundry | 
clause. There is no class which more | 
requires protection than the laundry | 
workers, who number, in London alone, | 
something like 100,000; and it is) 
lamentable that the Government should | 
have surrendered the clause. Whether 
it was to placate the Irish or to prevent 
the holidays from being delayed for aj 
few days, the Government have taken | 
a very serious responsibility. The pre- | 
sent Goveznment are in a very different 
position from the Government of 1895, 
for the former have an enormous 
majority and the later were dependent | 
on the votes of the Irish. I trust that. 
the Bill will become law ; but I deeply | 
regret that it does not deal with a| 
hard-working class which has too long | 
been neglected. 

Tue Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND: | 


| 
| 
| 


My Lords, I rise with the greatest re- | 


luctance, but I feel compelled to join in | 99 


the protest against the introduction of a | 
Bill of this kind at this period of the | 
session. We are on the eve of the holi- | 
days, and during the recess some of us | 
may attend public meetings, and at | 
these meetings the question is some- | 
times asked, ‘‘Is the House of Lords 
worth preserving?” What is the use 
of the House of Lords if a Bill of this 
magnitude and importance is to be pre- 
sented at a time when it cannot be dis- | 
Earl Spencer. 
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cussed, and when it is forced, practically, 
down our throats whether we like it or 
not? If ever there was a Bill which 
should be referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee of your Lordships’ House, it is 
the measure now before us ; but yet so 
little regard have the Government to the 
functions of that Committee that they 
actually propose to pass the Bill without 
submitting it to the consideration and 
criticism of that Committee. My ex- 
perience of the House is not large enough 
to entitle me to criticise its procedure, 
but the proposal of the Government 
appears to me so monstrous a proceeding 
| that I trust I may be forgiven for raising 
| my voice in protest against it. 

| On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
‘accordingly, and (Standing Orders Nos. 
| XXXIX. and XLV. having been sus- 
| pended) committed to a Committee of 


the Whole House forthwith. 
| House in Committee accordingly. 


Clauses 1 to 57 agreed to. 

Clause 58 amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 59 agreed to. 

Clause 60 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 61 to 81 agreed to. 

Clause 82 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 83 to 86 agreed to. 

Clause 87 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 88 to 92 agreed to. 

Clause 93 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 94 and 95 agreed to. 
Clause 96 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 97 to 102 agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER: I now have to move 
the insertion of a new clause after Clause 
102. As the Laundry Clause has been 
struck out, it is necessary to insert this 
new clause, which is taken from the Act 
of 1895, so that it may be consolidated 
with the rest of the law. 

Amendment moved— 

“To insert as a new clause after Clause 








(1) In every laundry carried on by way of 
trade, or for purposes of gain, the following 
provisions shall apply :— 

(a) The period of employment, exclusive of 
meal hours and absence from work, shall 
not exceed, for women fourteen hours, for 
young persons twelve hours, and for 
children ten hours in any consecutive 
twenty-four hours; nor a total for women 
and young persons of sixty hours, and for 
children of thirty hours, in any one week, 
in addition to such overtime as may be 
allowed in the case of women. 
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(b) A woman, young person, or child must 
not be employed continuously for more than 
five hours without an interval of at least 
half an hour for a meal. 

(c) Women, young persons, and children 
employed in the laundry shall have allowed 
to them the same holidays as are allowed 
to women, young persons, and children | 
employed in a factory or workshop under | 
this Act. 

(d) So far as regards provisions with respect 
to health and safety, accidents, education 
of children, notice of occupation of a factory | 
or workshop, the affixing of abstracts and 
notices and the matters to be specified in 
those notices (so far asthey apply to | 
laundries), powers of inspectors, fines, and 
legal proceedings for any failure to comply 
with the provisions of this section, this Act 
shall have effect as if every laundry in 
which steam, water, or other mechanical 
power is used in aid of the laundry process 
were a factory, and every other laundry 
were a workshop, and as if every occupier 
of a laundry were the occupier of a factory 
or of a workshop. 

(e) The notice to be affixed in the laundry | 
shall specify the period of employment and | 
the times for meals, but the period and | 
times so specified may be varied before the | 
beginning of employment on any day. | 

(f) The provisions of this Act prohibiting the | 
employment of women within four weeks | 
after childbirth, and of children under the | 
age of twelve years, shall apply to the | 

laundry in like manner as to a factory or | 

workshop. | 
(2) Women employed in laundries may work | 
overtime, subject to the following conditions, | 
namely :—~ | 
(a) A woman must not work more than | 
fourteen hours in any day ; and 
(b) The overtime worked must not exceed | 
two hours in any day; and 
(c) Overtime must not be worked on more 
than three days in any week or more than | 
thirty days in any year; and | 
(d) The requirements of section sixty of this | 
Act with respect to notices must be ob- | 
served. 


(3) In the case of every laundry worked by 

stem, water, or other mechanical power— 

(a) A fan or other means of a proper con- | 
struction must be provided, maintained, 
and used for regulating the temperature in 
every ironing-room, and for carrying away 
the steam in every washhouse in the 
laundry; and 

(b) All stoves for heating irons must be suffi- 
ciently separated from any ironing-room, 
and gas irons emitting any noxious fumes 
must not be used; and 

(c) The floors must be kept in good condition 
and drained in such manner as will allow 
the water to flow off freelv. 

A laundry in which these provisions are con- 

travened shall be deemed to be a factory not 
kept in conformity with this Act, 


(4) Nothing in this section shall apply to any 
laundry in which the only persons employed 
are— 

(a2) Inmates of any prison, reformatory, or in- 

dustrial school, or other institution for the 
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time being subject to inspection under any 
Act other than this Act; or 
(b) Inmates of an institution conducted in 
good faith for religious purposes ; or 
| (c) Members of the same family dwelling 
there, 
or in which not more than two persons dwelling 
elsewhere are employed.” —(Lord Belper). 


*Lorp WINDSOR moved as an Amend- 
ment the insertion of the clause struck 
out of the Bill, modifying it, after the 
first three sub-sections, by the inclusion, 
as the fourth sub-section, of what was 
known as Mr. Talbot’s Amendment— 
namely— 

“Where the only persons working in any 

jaundry are the inmates of an institution of a 
reformatory character, and the managers of 
that institution represent in writing to the 
Secretary of State that any specified provisions 
of this Act cannot be carried outin that laundry 
without prejudicially affecting the discipline of 
that institution, the Secretary of State may, if 
he is satisfied that this is the case, by order, 
under Section 121 of this Act, modify the 
requirements of this Actin their application to 
that laundry.” . 
This Amendment, he said, appeared on 
the Notice Paper of the House of Com- 
mons, and, though it was not reached, 
he believed it had the approval of the 
Home Secretary. His Amendment, 
therefore, would consist of the first three 
sub-sections of the clause which had 
been struck out, Mr. Talbot’s Amend- 
ment as the fourth sub-section, and the 
following as the fifth sub-section— 

“Nothing in this section shall apply to any 
laundry in which the only persons employed 
are members of the same family dwelling 
there.” 

It was admitted in all parts of the House 
of Commons except one—namely, by 
certain representatives from Ireland— 
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that it was desirable to include laundries 


of all kinds in the Bill. As to the argu- 


‘ment that the Bill could only be saved 


by the sacrifice of the provision respecting 
laundries, he admitted that it would have 
carried great weight if the measure had 
been purely of an amending character. 
But this was a consolidating Bill, which 
was supposed to gather together the 
complicated strings of various other Acts 
of Parliament, and make the law on the 
subject definite and capable of being 
easily understood. The Government in- 
tended to introduce a clause which would 
leave the law respecting laundries as it 
was at this moment. That was ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory. The Home 
Secretary himself had expressed the view 
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that the present state of the law with 
regard to laundries was unsatisfactory 
and confused. There was evidence that 
under 
charitable institutions were conducted 
in a way which would not be allowed 
if Government inspectors had to report 
It was a great blot on this 
measure that laundries should be ex- 
cluded from the benefit of the Act. If 
an Amendment were made by that House 
he ventured to think that it would not 
be impossible for the Government to press | ratives. 
it and pass it in the other House, though 
perhaps it might involve the addition 


in many instances laundries 


upon them. 


of a few days to the session. 
Amendment moved. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: Mv 
Lords, there are so many topics dealt 
with in this Bill in which, during my 
parliamentary life, I have taken very 
great interest, that I trust your Lordships 
will allow me to deal with the critical 
situation which has now arisen. There 
is no member of the Government who 
does not admit that there is a great deal 
of force in the criticisms that have been 
made; it cannot be doubted that the 
position of this House in the exercise of 
its great and responsible duties with 
regard to this Bill isa very regrettable 
one. But it is necessary to treat this 
matter practically. It is useless for us 
to discuss upon whom the fault lies for 
the Bill being presented so late to this 
House ; there have been circumstances 
of great difficulty connected with the 
action of Parliament during the present 
session, and I am sure the Home Secre- 
tary, who has shown the greatest interest 
in the measure, has done his best to 
produce it to your Lordships’ House at 
the earliest moment. 

But [ am sure your Lordships will 
agree that if fault lies with anyone, there 
is one class to whom it cannot attach, for 
surely the factory operatives, on whom 
the disaster of this Bill being rejected 
will fall, have committed no fault. I ven- 
ture, therefore, to beg of you to consider 
whether it will be wise, because it is 
thought someone is at fault, to throw the 
burden of that fault on those who would 
otherwise receive great benefits under 
the Bill? The measure is, no doubt, 
to a great extent a consolidating Bill, 
but it also contains new and improved 


Lord Windsor. 
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legislation. I could point to clause after 
clause which will confer immense benefit 
on those employed in factories and others. 
These clauses can, with your Lordships’ 
permission, become law; and surely 
it is not advisable, because the Bill is not 
quite complete, to wreck it altogether. 
Lord Windsor has termed this Lill 
almost a perfect Bill, and yet because 
one clause is absent it is sought to 
throw out a Bill so full of benefits 
affecting the lives of factory ope- 
I ask noble Lords to consider 
what will be gained thereby. You will 
be in no better position with regard to 
laundries, and you will have denied to the 
working classes the hundred beneficent 
provisions of the Bill. My noble friend 
Lord Windsor was perfectly correct in 
saying that the Home Secretary had 
declared that the state of the law with- 
regard to laundries was most unsatis- 
factory. My right hon. friend still 
entertains that view, and he has pledged 
himself to do his utmost to bring about 
an amendment in the law. I therefore, 
ask your Lordships not to refuse this 
beneficent legislation on account of the 
absence of one clause. 


THe Lorp ArcuBisHop oF CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, the assumr- 
tion which underlies the argumert 
just addressed to the House is that it is 
quite impossible, if the Amendment is 
carried, to carry the Amendment also in 
|the other House of Parliament. ‘There 
is nothing to convince the House of that, 
except that the Government have been 
themselves convinced. I am not con- 
vinced at all that it is impossible. It is 
quite possible the Government may 
decline to undertake the labour of fore- 
ing the clause through the House of 
Commons, but that they have not the 
power to carry the Amendment through 
that House is a matter which I have not 
heard any argument sufficient to prove. 
Meanwhile it is proposed that a large 
section of women workers engaged in 
laundries who cannot protect them- 
selves should be altogether excluded from 
the protection which is given to working 
women in every other industry. The 
position would be different if the Govern- 
ment said that they had the matter 
in their mind, and that they did intend 
to take it up, and not to leave the women 

employed in laundries outside the benefits 
| 
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of the Bill. Am I to understand that | apart from their earnestness and devotion 
that is the intention ? |to what they rightly deemed to be 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: That | religious duty, they constantly endea- 


is exactly what I had hoped to say, if I | voured so to arrange their work and to 
did not say it. | manage their institutions as to fall into 


|line with every reasonable improv 
y res provement 
aeouiee a ree gt ane ane : regulation laid down respecting laun- 
ae: o understand | dries and factories that were under 
that we may accept that as a distinct | Government inspection. He did not 
= ae tage the part of the Govern-| know what the motives were of those in 
a, to dea hea laundries in the Ireland who advocated the exemption of 
next session of Farliament, or very soon | laundries from inspection if they were 
afterwards ? connected with religious communities, 
*Lorpv JAMES or HEREFORD: || but he did know that the institutions 

> is | © © ? ‘ 
cannot say next session, but at the earliest 0 this side of St. George's Channel 
practicable opportunity open to us. | which were connected with the Church 
: of England were not only ready to be in- 
aaosae, ge oF CAN- | spected, but desired ard welcomed it on 
: The statement just} every ground. Therefore they ought to 
made alters the position very consider | be relieved from the set ale 
ably, and I hope the Government will | untrue, of having joined hands with those 
bear in mind what is implied in such an | who had asked to be relieved from 
announcement of their intention, and | periodical and reasonable Government ir- 
that we shall not see these poor women | spection. The suspicion that those who 
left out of consideration for any consider- | asked to be relieved did so because of 
able period, because there is difficulty | something of which they were ashamed 
in obtaining proper protection for them | might be unfair, but at least it was a 
& proper p ) ms nat sue 
in the present session. | perfectly natural suspicion. The insti- 
| tutions for whom he spoke were lumped 

a 7 1) “J a s | tu a po 4 P 

Tue Eart oF ROSEBERY: I only | together with those who were objecting 
wish to intervene for a moment in order} on the other side of the St. George's 
to point out that the statement of the | Channel. It was an utter mistake. 
a ng oo, eons. beyond | They desired the fullest light thrown 
what the Secretary of State said in the /on everything they did, and thy were 
ae of Commons. What the Secretary more than ready to accept direction and 
: State — “Sg - a vaguest — advice on all such matters as sanitation, 
character. e said, if my recollection | safety of workers, and hours work. The 
is clear, that he was not without hope | right rev. Prelate read a resolution which 
that at some not remote period he might | had been unanimously passed by the 
be able to deal with this question, pos- lcouncil of one of the largest of 
sibly by an arrangement which he had | these institutions connected with the 
hitherto failed to effect. That is very Church of England, namely, the great 
diferent from the promise which the | Magdalen Hospital at Streatham, declar- 
most rev. Prelate has been given by the| ing that the inspection of laundries 
noble Lord. 'econnected with religious and charitalle 


*THe Lorp BisHop or WINCHESTER | institutions ought to be welcomed, p1- 








claimed justification for saying something | vided always that power was left with 
the Government or the inspector to 


sanction such deviation from or modi- 
fication in the rules laid down for publie 
laundries as should render those rules 
applicable to institutions in which the 
workers were resident inmates for whose 
moral good the institutions were being 
carried on. That was, he said, the 
general opinion of those responsible for 
themanagement of these large institutions 
in connection with the Church of Eng- 
land, and it would be most unfair to 
them if that were not said publicly to-day. 


on this subject, inasmuch as ‘he was him- | 
self the executive head of two of the| 
largest institutions connected with the | 
Church of England for the care and | 
reformation of young women of the class | 
referred to, and he also for many years 
had a place on the council of a third. 
lo praise the devotion of the ladies to 
whom these duties were entrusted was 
unnecessary. Their work was beyond 
praise, but, so far as the Church of 
England Homes were concerned, he was 
anxious to emphasise the fact that, quite 

















879 Factory and Workshop 


Lorp BELPER: I should like to say, 
on behalf of the Home Secretary, that 
my right hon. friend has repeatedly 
expressed himself in the strongest way 
as anxious to see legislation passed in 
regard to this matter. I ask your Lord- 
ships to consider whether or not the 
Government and the Members of the 
House of Commons are better judges 
of the possibility of passing a measure 
like this if the Amendment is accepted 
than the Members of your Lordships’ 
House? I assure your Lordships that 
the Government are as anxious as anyone 
to see legislation passed on this subject, 
and the Home Secretary authorises me 
to say that, although he cannot pledge 
himself with regard to the date, or 
whether next session, he hopes at an 
early period to be able to deal with this 
question and to find a_ satisfactory 
solution for it. Ido not think that your 
Lordships can expect anything more 
clear than that. 


Eart SPENCER: I have already 
stated my views clearly, and I strongly 
support my noble friend Lord Windsor. 
I desire to see the Bill passed, though 
the Government has put the House in a 
curious dilemma. In the event of a 
division I shall vote with my noble friend, 
and the Government must take the 
responsibility. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: No, 
you take the responsibility if you throw 
out the Bill. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatsspury): I assure the noble Earl 
that those who are responsible to some 
extent for the Bill feel that if the Amend- 
ment is now carried it will inevitably 
result in the loss of the Bill. Noble 
Lords must be aware of the fact that at 
some periods of the session, particularly 
on the last day but one, it is almost 
impossible to procure a majority in 
matters in which there has been some- 
thing in the nature of give and take in 
the House of Commons. I do not mean 
to say there has been any pledge ; it does 
not amount to that. The theory was 
that it was agreed to let this question 
stand as it was, and the Bill has come 
up to your Lordships’ House in that 
form. I hope that the question will not 
be pushed to a division. I have not cal- 
culated whether there are thirty Mem- 
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bers present, but, if there are not, then 
the debate is automatically adjourned 
until to-morrow. Is this a desirable 
position in which the House should be 
placed? I assure the noble Lord that, 
if the Bill is postponed over this evening, 
it will in all probability be lost. 


Tue Eart of ROSEBERY : I am very 
far from wishing to cast any doubts on 
the anxiety of noble Lords opposite 
with regard to this legislation, but I 
would point out that their zeal would 
have been better shown if they had not 
pinched the House in the last two days 
of the session to carry this Bill, and if 
they had brought it before the House of 
Commons at an earlier date than the 
last few days before the end of the session. 
If that is the example of flourishing zeal 
which the Government show in this 
question, I am at a loss to know what 
halfheartedness is in a matter of this 
kind. The noble and learned Lord has 
pointed out that, if the Government do 
not obtain a quorum, the Bill will be 
postponed until to-morrow, and it might, 
therefore, be lost. Whose fault will that 
be ? Who possesses the whole confidence 
of this House? Who have the support 
of thirty Members behind them to form 
a quorum, and who can be summoned 
at an instant’s notice? Yet the Govern- 
ment come to the House in the closing 
hours of the session, and, with a pistol 
at our heads, say that we must pass this 
Bill, or, if we do not, we shall show a 
want of zeal. I venture to think that 
this is playing with the House; it is 
deriding your Lordships ; it is treating 
the House with less respect than it has 
a right to claim or expect. If the zeal 
of the Government is so great, where is 
the Prime Minister? The noble Mar- 
quess would at least be one of the 
quorum. Where are the other members 
of the Government—less conspicuous, 
but equally available for the purpose of 
a quorum? Before the responsibility is 
cast on noble Lords who insist upon 4 
clause which they believe to be right, and 
still more on the Opposition, the House 
should have some clearer demonstration 
of the zeal of the Government than has 
been afforded with reference to their 
procedure this evening. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
regret that the noble Earl has intro- 
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duced a tone of party conflict into this{ result which had been arrived at on the 
debate. The noble Earl asks, ‘Where | question of laundries. From the result 
is the zeal of the Government ? Where of private inquiries carefully made he 
are their followers ?”’ I would ask the’ believed that if the attendance of Bishops 
noble Earl, “‘ Where are his followers ?”’, had been larger and if a one + Eo 
canine ce taken the Bench of Bishops would almost 

THe Eart or ROSEBERY: I have: unanimously go into the lobby and 
sini, affirm the proposition that the institu- 
*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: ‘I tions which they represented desired and 


thought that, as the noble Earl spoke invited inspection. The Government 
from the Table, he was speaking on had been obliged to come to terms with 


behalf of others. a force of opinion representing a par- 

a : 2 ticular religious body, but apparently 

ong ae nad ned geri : an not even the whole of that religious body. 
noble Lord torgets that 1 have a right Jt was a religious body in one part of 
to speak from that position as a Privy these suai only. “But surely if 
Councillor. _ private institutions were to be allowed 
*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I can | *° come into the Ie “Sette ra 0 
assure my noble friend that I will dis- | ordinary traders, and to make the claim 
pute nothing with him, but I hope he that their business should be conducted 
will let me say that I am sorry he was secretly, and 9 _ should be romnee 
not in the House when I pointed out that | any amount of control over those “7 a 
there were probably some hundred cma a claim of ~— ~ — 
beneficent provisions of this almost  t least to be made unitedly. It ought 
perfect Bill, which will tend to; 20t to come from one section of opinion, 
save human life and ameliorate the ®d if from one section it ought not 


conditions of work in factories. If the t® be respected and deferred to. 
Bill is thrown out noble Lords will not 
punish the Government so much as the 
people employed in factories anxiously 
hoping for the measure to pass. 


Tue Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND 
said he must call attention to the 
extraordinary doctrines that had been 
enunciated. It was said that if a particu- 

Eart SPENCER: The noble Lord ticular Amendment was carried the 
surely feels that the responsibility rests’ Bill must fail in the Commons. No 
with the Government in not having doubt at this period of the session the 
their supporters behind them. |Government majority was a doubtful 


* mee . | factor ; but the Government could try it. 
Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD : The | T¢ the House of Commons refused to 


ssanonaibitt r wees | 
= goes rests with everyone. But agree to the Amendment, the Bill would 
€ main consideration now is that every sites Seale . hina’ thaia: akthae' otdiaks of 
fact i ancashi vis i i ¢ PE 
aan, peo sagt sc Pagy caine Lords persisted with the Amendment, 
y Hoel the effect dt aetna’ * Yea” or there were other processes to arrive at an 
PR eek ctl wim iiiisiaditis |agreement. Lord James had said that 
Sirely y m. ' ‘| this Bill had a hundred new points in it, 
re'y a8 the present position, trom | snd yet the House of Lords was told to 
Sema cause it has arisen, must be | il te kt Site cael having had no 
m7 rn Roneshg ager ne asters opportunity of considering these new 
say Not content ” to i ie WO points, they were told that if they insisted 
Malone the Committee. Th a7 ar nOW on one Amendment the Government 
; : = ‘0 SUP- | would not attempt to press the Bill. 
port the motion bear no share in the That was the way in which a Conserva 
res . “yr . . . e a - 
ponsibility of rejecting the Bill. tive Government supported the House of 


*Tue Lorp Bishop or ROCHESTER | Lords. 
hoped the question as to where the 
responsibility lay in this matter would On Question, new clause moved by 
hot divert attention from the real point. | Lord Belper agreed to. 

He expressed the extreme dissatisfaction 
which many noble Lords felt at the| Clause 103, amended, and agreed to. 
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Clause 104: 


Youthful 


~ Eart SPENCER : I should like to ask 
what the intention of this clause is, and 
whether it will apply to dockers. 


Lorp BELPER: I understand that 
the point has been very carefully con- 
sidered, and that dockers do come under 
the clause. 


Clause 104, and remaining clauses, 
agreed to, with drafting Amendments. 


Amendments reported. 


Bill read 3%, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


PACIFIC CABLE BILL. 
Read 2% (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) (No 2) 
BILL. 


(Seconp Reapina.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Eart SPENCER : This Bill has passed 
the House of Commons without any 
dissent, and I do not think there will be 
any opposition to it in your Lordships’ 
House. It is a very short Bill, and 
amends the Purchase of Land (Ireland) 
Amendment Act, 1889. The Bill pro- 
vides that that Act, as amended by any 
enactment, shall, subject to the provisions 
of this Bill, apply with the necessary 
modifications in the case of a tenant 
desirous of purchasing land, notwith- 
standing that the sale of his holding is 
not about to be made under the Land 
Purchase Act. Clause 2 enacts that 
where a tenant to whom an advance is 
made in pursuance of this Act is the 
proprietor of a holding charged with an 
annuity under the Land Purchase Acts, 
an account shall be taken of the amount 
outstanding in respect of the original 
advance, and the original holding, and 
any additional parcel of land purchased 
under this Act shall be deemed one hold- 
ing, and shall be charged with a new 
annuity for the repayment of such 
outstanding amount, together with the 


amount of the advance made in respect | Last year the number of children who 
{ 
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of such additional parcel, and shall be 
discharged from the annuity payable in 
respect of the original advance. An 
annuity payable in pursuance of this 
section will continue for such term of 
years as the Land Commission, on the 
application of the purchaser, may deter- 
mine. The Bill will be very useful in 
Ireland to both landlords and tenants, 
and I trust your Lordships will give it a 
Second Reading. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
24,” (Earl Spencer.) 


On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 


Committee negatived; then (Stand- 
ing Orders Nos. XXXIX and XLV. 
having been suspended) Bill read 3%, and 
passed. 


COLONIAL ACTS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE @P MAN) BILL. 

Read 2% (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 
[Seconp Reapinc.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: 
My Lords, this Bill was introduced in 
your Lordships’ House last session, 
and passed through every stage, but on 
its reaching the House of Commons 
there was such opposition to one clause 
that the Government felt constrained 
to withdraw the Bill. That clause 
was what was termed the ‘ whipping 
clause.” Throughout the whole of my 
parliamentary life I have been an oppo- 
nent of flogging as a punishment. I 
believe it amounts to torture, and has no 
good effect in the end, and I was therefore 
very much annoyed to find the Bill 
treated as a flogging Bill. Nothing 
was further from my mind. The object 
of the Bill was to prevent young children 
being sent to prison, and it was thought 
that in default of a fine being paid the 
child should not be sent to prison but 
should be whipped with a birch rod. 
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were sent to prison was 1,200. The 
object of this Bill, amongst others, is to 
lessen this number, and prevent young 
children from being contaminated 
by prison life. Under the Bill 
a court of sum‘nary jurisdiction, on 
remanding or committing for trial any 
child or young person, may, instead of 
committing him to prison, remand or 
commit him into the custody of any fit 
person named in the commitment who 
is willing to receive him, to be detained 
in that custody for the period for which 
he has been remanded, or until he is 
thence delivered by due course of law. 
The Bill also provides that where a child 
or young person is charged with any 
offence for the commission of which a 
fine, damages, or costs may be imposed 
upon him, and there is reason to believe 
that his parent or guardian has con- 
duced to the commission of the alleged 
offence by wilful default or by habitually 
neglecting to exercise due care of him, 
the court may, on information, issue a 
summons against the parent or guardian 
of the child or young person charging 
him with so contributing to the com- 
mission of the offence, and when, after 
the hearing of the case, any fine, damages, 
or costs are imposed upon the child or 
young person, and the court is satisfied 
that his parent or guardian has conduced 
to the commission of the offence by 
wilful default, the court may order that 
the fine, etc., shall be paid by the parent 
or guardian. These provisions have 
already received the sanction of the 
House, and I trust there will be no 
objection to the Second Reading. 


Ex-professors of Queen’s 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.— 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 
2* accordingly, and (Standing Orders 
Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. having been 
suspended) committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House forthwith ; Amend- 
ments made; Amendments reported ; 
Bill read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


[Szeconp Reapine.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read, 


{15 Aucust 1901} 
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THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFrour or Bur.etcH): This Bill 
deals with two domestic matters which 
were neglected to be dealt with in the 
Act of 1897. One refers to the method 
of procuring a water supply for burghs 
above a population of 5,000, which must 
now proceed by private Bill, and the 
other is connected with the assessments 
for sewerage and water supply. At 
present one is placed on the owners and 
the other on the occupiers, but by this 
Bill it is proposed that they should be 
equally divided between the two classes, 
as is the case with all other burgh assess- 
ments in Scotland. 


University in Ireland, 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 22.— 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


EX-PROFESSORS OF QUEEN’S UNIVER- 
SITY IN IRELAND. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I beg to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
the Irish Government and His Majesty’s 
Treasury have considered the equitable 
as distinguished from the legal aspect of 
the case of the professors of the former 
Queen’s University in Ireland after the 
erection of the Royal University ; and 
whether the Government will lay on the 
Table of the House the correspondence 
which has passed between them and 
Professor Pye and other professors of 
the Queen’s College as well as the colleges 
themselves on this question. I must 
ask the indulgence of the House for a 
few moments while I explain my reasons 
for asking this question. The House 
will recollect that a good many years ago 
an Act was passed creating a new uni- 
versity in Ireland, called the Royal Uni- 
versity. That Act was passed in 1879, 
and it affected to a great extent the 
Queen’s Colleges, and, of course, did away 
entirely with the Queen’s University. 
The question has arisen as to how far 
the Act affected the various professors 
connected with the three Queen’s Colleges 
in Treland, and there was a correspon- 


dence upon the point whether the pro- 





fessors had any right to compensation 
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for the loss which they had sustained in 
consequence of the passing of the Act, 
for I think it is admitted that they have 
not had so many fees and the same 
chance of promotion as they might have 
had if that Act had not been passed. 
The matter was referred to the Irish | 
Government more than once, and up to | 
1883 the answer had always been that | 
there was no legal claim whatever on the 
part of the professors. One of the pro- 
fessors then appealed to the Court of 
Exchequer in Ireland, and that court 
decided that the Act which regulated 
these matters did not meet the case, and 
therefore did not apply or give a legal 
position to the professors. It is not 
merely a question of the strictly legal 
position ; there is the equitable aspect 
of the case. When I was in Ireland one 
of these gentlemen-—Professor Pye— 
wrote to the Irish Government and 
received a reply, which no doubt I sanc- 
tioned, in February, 1884, in which 
he was informed that the further con- 
sideration of the matter must be deferred 
until more experience had been gained. 
That does not deliberately state that 
were was an equitable claim, but I think 
it may be inferred from that there 
was, in the opinion of the Irish Govern- 
ment of that day, some claim for con- 
sideration. Later on there was a still 
stronger opinion expressed. Correspon- 
dence between the colleges and the Irish 
Government took place at various dates, 
and the colleges were referred to the 
reply which was given when I was Lord 
Lieutenant ; but in January of 1886 a 
more direct answer was made. On 
20th January, 1886, the Irish Govern- 
ment wrote— 

“His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant has 
inquired into the case, and admits the bard- 


ship, but the present is not an opportune time 
to approach the Treasury.” 


{LORDS} 





It is therefore evident that the Irish 
Government at that time thought there 
was a hardship, and that the Treasury 
ought properly to consider it; and | 
when the Act of 1879 was introduced in | 
this House by the Lord Chancellor of the 
day, the noble and learned Lord used 
words which certainly may be quoted 
as favourable to this view. Lord Cairns 
said— 

“Qur intention and anxiety has been not in 
any way to interfere with the Queen’s Colleges, 

Earl Spencer. 
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and if there is any change whatever it is for 
their advantage, for they will be connected with 
& university larger and more extensive, and, [ 
hope, stronger than ever the Queen’s University 
has been.” 

That certainly has not been the result, 
because, as I understand, several of these 
professors have been deprived of nearly 
half the salary which they received 
previous to the passing of the Act. I 
beg to ask the question standing in my 
name. 


University in Ireland. 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHpourNkr): My Lords, 
I have myself no personal knowledge 
of this matter, but I have made inquiries 
into the subject, which is not a new one. 
It has been made the subject of depart- 
mental correspondence for many years, 
and as far back as November, 
1887, when Professor Pye was in- 
formed that the claim put forward 
for compensation had heen considered 
by the Treasury, and that they had 
arrived at the conclusion that the claim 
had not been substantiated. That did 
not satisfy Professor Pye, who, acting 
within his rights, appealed to the law. 
He instituted the proceedings referred to 
by the noble Lord, and the matter came 
before the Exchequer Division in Ireland, 
who arrived at the conclusion that, 
under the circumstances, no claim for 
compensation could be substantiated 
having regard to the University Educa- 
tion Act of 1879. The matter was 
afterwards brought forward in the House 
of Commons, and the Attorney General 
for Ireland (the present Mr. Justice 
Madden) stated that he had carefully 
examined the judgment of the Exchequer 
Division, and that it was quite clear that 
losses of the kind sustained by these 
professors could not form the _ basis 
of a claim to compensation under the 
Act of 1879. It was pointed out 
by the Treasury that the professors 
were not entitled to expect that no 


| change would be made in the conditions 


affecting university education in Ireland 
during their tenure of their respective 
chairs, or, in the event of such a change, 
that the State would compensate them 
for any loss resulting therefrom. The 
Treasury have considered the matter 
in all its bearings, both legal and 
equitable, and have come to the con- 
clusion that these professors have no 
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claim to compensation. I may say that | 


{15 Aucust 1901} 
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Lorp STANMORE: I was informed 


Professor Pye, as recently as 15th March | by the Clerk of Parliaments that this 


last, was informed by the Irish Govern- 
ment that this decision was final. Under 
the circumstances I cannot hold out any 
hope that the case will be reopened. 
With regard to the correspondence 
mentioned by the noble Earl, I am told 
by those responsible for the Departments 
that it is very voluminous, extending 
over many years, and it ts not considered 
advisable or expedient to print it. 

ROYAL DECLARATION BILL.—PEERS’ 

PROTESTS. 


Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, at 
the request of my noble friend the Duke 
of Newcastle I beg to move the motion 








standing in my name. I am told by a 
high authority in your Lordships’ House 
that this is practically a motion of form, 
and that the application which the noble 
Duke makes has in all similar circum- | 
stances been invariably granted. 


Moved, That Standing Order No. 
XXXV. be dispensed with and that the | 
Duke of Newcastle be at liberty to sign | 
before the Prorogation of Parliament, | 
the Protest entered against the Third | 
Reading of the Bill, although he was not | 
present when the question was put.— | 
(Lord Stanmore.) | 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The) 
Earl of Hanspury): I for one cannot | 
accept this motion. Standing Order 
XXXV. of your Lordships’ House 
reads as follows— 

“Such Lords as shall make protestation or 
enter their dissents to any votes of this House, 
as they have a right to do without asking 
leave of the House, either with or without 
their reasons, shall cause their protestation 
or dissents to be entered into the Clerk’s 
book the next sitting day of this House, before 
the hour of two o’clock, otherwise the same 
shall not be entered, and shall sign the same 
before the rising of the House the same day.”+ 
The Standing Orders have not been 
complied with in this case, and it seems 
to me that it would be stultifying all the 
reasons which we are in the habit of giving | 
for adhering to our Standing Orders if 
we allow this motion. 


+ The protests of early times are invariably 
prefaced by the memorandum that ‘‘ before the | 
putting of the Question ” leeve was asked and 
given to certain Lords to enter their dissents. 
The present Standing Order is (except as tothe 
last fourteen words) identical with an Order 
made im 1641.—[{Ep.]. 





request had been invariably granted, 
and I remember perfectly well that a 
motion for the rejection of the Ecclesias- 
tical Tithes Bill was moved by my father 
and a protest put in by him which was 
signed afterwards by several noble 
Lords who had not been able to be 
present. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY : It is not 
a question of whether they were present 
when the question was put, but the 
Standing Orders of your Lordships’ 
House provided a limit of time within 
which such a course as this proposed by 


the noble Lord should be taken. 


Ear, SPENCER: I think the roble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack is 


right in saying that we should adhere 


as far as possible, to our Standing Orders. 
My noble friend has not said whether 
his distinguished father complied with 
the regulations as read by the Lord 
Chancellor. 


Lorp STANMORE: The Protest was 
put in and the names allowed to be added 
afterwards. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [n.1.]. 
Commons’ Amendments considered (on 
motion), and agreed to. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [u.1.]. 


Commons’ Amendments considered (on 
motion). 
*Lorp WINDSOR: Two Amendments 
have been made to this Bill in the House 
of Commons. One is a small drafting 
Amendment, and the other, I regret to 
say, is the omission of the libel clause 
to which the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack had assented in this House. 
The law officers of the Crown, however, 
could not see their way to agree to it 
in the other House, and, as they gave 
me to understand that they could not 
assent to any clause which would have 
carried out the object I had in view, I 
was reluctantly obliged to drop the clause 
altogether. 


seg 
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Moved, That this House agree withthe} Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
House of Commons in their Amend-| claimed the right to say a few words on 
ments.—(Lord Windsor.) this matter. Here they had a long series 
of motions dealing with private business. 

On Question, Commons’ Amendments | He did not propose to take advantage of 
agreed to. | the forms of the House to divide on them, 

but he did desire to call attention to the 

House adjourned at five minutes | accusation readily made against the Irish 

ronyeiaaceatog ae Members that they desired to bring the 

past Four of the clock. House into contempt by an abuse of its 

iforms. If that were true, here was an 

Saaceseaainn opportunity for taking half a hundred 

divisions, under the forms of the House, 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. but they allowed it to go by, as they 

allowed to go by endless opportunities 

Thursday, 15th August, 1901. afforded by private business for what was 
called obstruction. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Birmingham, W.) said he heard with 
CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL| great satisfaction the hon. Member's 


[Lords]. repudiation of the charge that he and his 
Read the third time, and passed, with colleagues desired to bring the House into 
an Amendment. contempt. But, if such charges were 


made, they were due to statements by 
. 3 ’ F : colleagues of the hon. Member, one of 
WAarPoR> AMYILE thecdsy ee whom, at any rate, had publicly avowed 
| that it was the intention of the Irish party 
| to degrade the House of Commons until 
such time as Home Rule were granted. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 





AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDERS. | 
*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp| Mk. JOHN REDMOND: I deny that. 
MEANS (Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumber- | 


land, Penrith): In moving the Amend-| yp J, CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, yes, i 
ments which stand in my name on the | diet nil . 
Paper I need only explain that they are | 
all drafting Amendments, save one to | 
Standing Order 153, which proposes to; Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
enable tramway companies, like railway | the right hon. Gentleman had evidently 
companies, to raise one-third of their | made what was for him an unusual 
capital by borrowing. At present tram-| appearance at the time of private busi- 
way companies can raise only one-fourth | ness in order to add fuel to the campaign 
of their capital by borrowing, but Com | against the Irish Members which was 
mittees of this House have been recently | started at Blenheim. He was glad his 
allowing them to raise one-third, and it hon. friend the Member for Waterford 
is now felt that the time has arrived | had repudiated the charge of bringing 
when they should be placed in the same | the House into contempt which had been 
position as railway companies. Power, | laid at the doors of the Irish Members. 
however, is reserved to the Select Com- | For his part, he would never engage in 
mittee to refuse this right in any case if| any proceedings of the kind, simply 
they consider it necessary. I do not} because he did not think they would 
think there are any other Amendments | advance the interests of Ireland. If, 
which require any explanation, and I| when the Colonial Secretary brought 
shall be obliged to the House if it will pass | his political career to a close, and began to 
them as they stand on the Paper. write his last will and testament, the 
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893 Returns, 


Irish Members were still in the House of | 
Commons—which he sincerely trusted , 
would not be the case—the right hon. | 
Gentleman would find them in the same 
force and in the same strength as they 
had been when they were in alliance, 
with himself. With regard to the pro- 
posed alterations of the Standing Orders, 
he only wished to observe that he was 
sorry that the Chairman of Ways and 
Means and the Lords Chairman had not 
taken advantage of the opportunity and 
of the feeling which undoubtedly existed 
to really improve the Standing Orders, 
and put them into a more workmanlike 
shape. It was admitted the other day 
by the Lords Chairman that there was 
necessity for further improvement and 
revision, and he certainly had hoped that 
something would have been done to 
provide something in the nature of a 
digest of the Orders. 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER said the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member was well 
worth considering, and he would consult 
with his noble friend, but he was very 
doubtful if the House would be content 
to leave the matter in their hands. It 
might be desirable to appoint a Com~- 
mittee to deal with the matter. 


The Resolution amending the Stand- 
ing Orders was put and agreed to, and it 
was ordered that it be a Standing Order 
of the House. 


PETITION, 


BLAIR, WILLIAM. 
Petition of William Blair, for inquiry 
into his case ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS. 
1894 anp 1896. 


Copies presented, of Four Orders re- 
lating to the Foreign Animals Wharves 
at Deptford and Cardiff [by Act] ; to lie 
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Reports, dc. 894 


HIGHER GRADE SCHOOLS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 14th August; Sir William 
Anson]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 357.] 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1899-1900). 


Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Returns of Shipping Casualties which 
occurred on or near the Coasts, or in 
Rivers and Harbours, of the United 
Kingdom from the Ist July, 1899, to 
30th June, 1900; and of the Returns 
of Shipping Casualties to British Vessels 
elsewhere than on or near the Coasts, or 
in Rivers and Harbours, of the United 
Kingdom, and to Foreign Vessels on or 
near the Coasts, or in Rivers and Har- 
bours, of British Possessions Abroad, 
&e., with Charts and Appendices [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GERMAN TARIFF. 


Copy presented, of Translation of the 
proposed new German Customs Tariff, 
with comparison, as far as possible, of the 
Rates of Customs Duty contained in the 
proposed Tariff with the Rates at present 
in force on Imports into Germany from 
the United Kingdom [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN IMPORT DUTIES. 


Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Rates of Import Duties levied in Euro- 
pean Countries, in the United States, 
and in Japan upon the Produce and 
Manufactures of the United Kingdom 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF 


ACT, 1894. 


[ACCOUNTS UNDER SECTION | (7) OF THE 
ACT. ] 


RATES) 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 13th August ; Mr. Grant Law- 
son]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 358.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report No. 329 
(Malta, Annual Report for 1900) [by 





upon the Table. 
VOL. XCIX. 


[FoURTH SERIEs. ] 





Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
2M 
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SOUTH AFRICA. PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 


Copy presented, of Proclamation issued THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
by Lord Kitchener, as Administrator of} Inquiry into Charities (County of 
the Transvaal, on Ist July, 1901, re-| Wilts).—Return relative thereto [ordered 
specting payments under contracts to| 9th August; Mr. Griffith Boscawen]; 
purchase or lease land or mining rights, | to be printed. [No. 361.] 
&c., entered into prior to the war [by 


Command] ; to lie upon the Table. EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 





COLONIES (COLONIAL ACTS, ROYAL | Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
ASSENT). | the Lords to request that their Lordships 

Return presented, relative thereto will be pleased to communicate to this 
[Address 14th May, 1900; Sir Charles| House a Copy of the Report from the 


Dilke] ; to lie upon the Table. | Select Committee appointed by their 
Lordships on Early Closing of Shops, 
NAVY RATIONS. 'with the proceedings of the Committee, 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- | Minutes of Evidence, &.—(Mr. Secretary 
mittee appointed to Inquire into the | Ritchie.) 
Question of Navy Rations, &c. [by | 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. BETTING. 
ee oe i: wa Sa gets) Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
P ee ROUELAMDS AOE. a URE the Lords to request that their Lordships 
pak will be pleased to communicate to this 
Copy presented, of additional and) House a Copy of the Report from the 
amending General Orders for the Regu- |Select Committee appointed by their 
lation of Proceedings under and in pur- | Lordships on Betting, with the Pro- 
suance of the Private Legislation Pro- | ceedings of the Committee, Minutes of 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act]; Evidence, &.—(Mr. Attorney General.) 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 359.] 
NAVAL FORCES (CHINA). 
BENEFICES ACT, 1898. | Return ordered, “‘ showing the strength 
Return presented, relative thereto! of the Naval Force employed in opera- 
[Address, 6th August ; Lord Hugh Cecil]; tions on shore and afloat in China, and 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | Casualties incurred, during 1900, in the 








[No. 360. ] following form :— 
. ln: Died 
| Number) kitted. | Died of from | total’ | Wounded. - 
. .- | 4 | '° >) >) 

disease. 2°85 
: ee ra of ars Fe = S 3 
Nature of Service. ai s| |g ie ee - 58 a 
aPee SPae Sree $;.:/ 8 . BEB 
= = = = = = = = Sis “4 = |G@ee 
ve fe ae @o ¢ eo = o £ 2 ks 

Si2'O(/HZ(O SiO AiOl4/ oS | Aa 


Legations at Peking - 

Seymour's Relief Column- 

Defence of Tientsin - 

Tientsin Relief Force - | | | 

Bombardment of Taku | | 
Forts by “Algerine,” | 
‘ Phoenix,” “ Fame,” | 
“Whiting” - -~ - 

Various duties at Taku,| | leile 
Tong ku, and T’sien 
Ho . - - | | | | | 

Totals 2h | ad va hd bed 
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SUMMARY, DISTINGUISHING VARIOUS BRANCHES. 














Royal Marine Artillery 
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—(Sir John Colomb.) 


PERSONAL PROPERTY (CONTRIBUTIONS 
TO LOCAL TAXATION ABROAD). 

Address for “‘ Return setting out the 
system under which Personal Property 
is made to contribute towards Local 
Taxation by means of a local Income Tax 
or local Death Duty in the following 
Countries: France, Germany, Austria- 
Hungary, Belgium, Holland, United 
States of America, and in all British 
self-governing Colonies and the Channel 
Islands.” —(Mr. Strachey.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—CUSTOMS AND TRADE 
REGULATIONS IN THE NEW 
COLONIES. 

Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 


|BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA— 
CASE OF GODEFROY. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
‘ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in the case of the killing of 
| Godefroy at St. Helena, an investigation 
| before a coroner was demanded by the 
| Boer prisoners, which demand was 
refused ; and, if so, can he state why it 
/was refused; whether, at the military 
inquiry which did take place, the friends 
| of Godefroy were represented, and 
whether his representatives were allowed 
‘to cross-examine the military witnesses ; 
| whether the committee of Boer prisoners 
| who communicated with the Governor 
‘in reference to this incident have sent 
|in any statement ; and, if so, whether 
'such statement was considered by the 
| court which conducted the inquiry ; 


Colonies whether, in view of the termina- | and whether he will allow the Member 


tion of the war in South Africa, and of the | 


| for East Mayo to have access to any corre- 








establishment of settled government | spondence which has passed between the 


in the Transvaal and Orange River | camp committee, the Governor, and the 
Colonies, it is intended that the manufac-| President of the Court in reference to the 


turers of foreign countries shall have | Shooting of Godefroy, and to the official 
equal opportunities for trade with those | record of the proceedings of the court. 
of the United Kingdom. | 
| THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror) tHe WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamper- | Lancashire, Westhoughton) : The Report 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): The considera- | called for has not yet arrived. Iam not, 
tion of the customs tariffs has not, yet | therefore, in a position to answer the 
been taken in hand, but it is not the question. 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
to adopt any system of protective dis- 
crimination against foreign goods. 


Mr. DILLON: I give notice to the 
noble Lord that I shall on the Appropria- 


2M 2 
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tion Bill demand an explanation of the} Lorp STANLEY: No, it has not yet 

unaccountable delay in the production | been received. 

of this Report. 

| Mr. DILLON: But Lord Kitchener 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.):| refers to the affidavits as having been 

What about your new colonial cables? _ sent. 

DORDRECHT EXECUTIONS — COMPUL. | Lorp STANLEY: He said he would 
SORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. send them, and he has told us he was 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg | sending them, but they have not yet 

to ask the Secretary of State for War been received. : 

if he has now obtained information, as | 

promised, from South Africa and if he; Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is Lord 

can communicate to the House what, Kitchener waiting for the rising of 

were the exceptional circumstances con- | the House 2 

nected with the compulsion of British | 

colonists to witness the execution of! PLorp STANLEY: No ; he is awaiting 

their countrymen at Dordrecht ; who! the arrival of the Report. 


. 4 | 
gave the order for such compulsion, | 


if it was sanctioned by the Commander-in- | _ MR. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Chief in South Africa, and, if not, | Will the noble Lord say is there any truth 
whether the officer responsible for it has|in the rumour of Lord Kitchener's 
been punished ; whether these colonists | return % 
were convicted criminals or prisoners, | 
under what penalty did they attend, and | 
what object was gained by such com- 
pulsion; and if he cannot give the | 
desired information at present, can he| wr DILLON: I beg to ask the 
state when such will be forthcoming, and | Fjnancial Secretary to the War Office 
if the practice is in the meantime to| whether his attention has been drawn 
continue, pending information being to the fact that in the prison camps at 
given to this House. | Howick, in South Africa, an account is 
kept of all rations and clothing issued 
Lorp STANLEY : The Report may | to. each individual in the ame and 
be expected within the next fortnight. | debited against them ; whether the same 
The further point raised in the last system is carried out in the other camps 
paragraph was dealt with in my replies | throughout South Africa; whether in 
on Friday last to the questions put by keeping these accounts any allowance 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- | is made for the property of the individuals 
shire. | ' which has been destroyed or confiscated 
Mr. PIRIE: If the Report arrives | Bacar ng Soe ips 
during the recess will the noble Lord |G’ nCuon 7 a en ee 


have it circulated among Members ? refugees and prisoners who have been 
brought to the camp by force and are 


| detained there against their will. 


[No answer was given. | 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—HOWICK 
CAMP. 


Lorp STANLEY: I cannot answer 


Se omy senate. | Lorp STANLEY: Lord Kitchener's 
VLAKFONTEIN Report on the refugee camps in Natal has 
) not yet arrived, so that I am notin a 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the me ; . 
“se gly ype "3 . | position to answer the question. I 
rn oo nce as —— | apprehend that the Report refers to the 
a | usual ration returns which are kept in 


pees ak the battle a pptnan ona ‘every Government establishment where 
whether the sworn evidence mentioned | ,4:°ns are issued. 


by Lord Kitchener in reference to the | 
alleged killing of British wounded has | POSITIONS OF BRITISH TROOPS. 


spnontnesomnn | Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 





+ See page 272. 
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§01 Questions. 


whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House maps of South Africa coloured 
to show the districts in effective occupa- 
tion of the British troops on Ist July, 
1900, Ist January, 1901, and Ist July, 
1901, respectively. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. It is an 
unvarying rule not to publish, during a 
campaign, maps which indicate the 
positions of British troops in the field. 


ARREST OF A GERMAN 
CORRESPONDENT. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he is aware that Herr Meyerbach, 
a war correspondent in South Africa 
for the Berlin Tagblatt, has been 
arrested by the English authorities 
as a spy and is about to be tried 
by court-martial at Middelburg ; 
and whether any communication 
has been received from the Government 
of the German Empire, of which Herr 
Meyerbach is a subject, with reference 
to his arrest and approaching trial. 


WAR 


I beg also to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether he is aware 
that Herr Meyerbach, who has acted as 
war correspondent in South Africa for 
the Berlin Tagblatt, has been arrested 
by the English authorities on suspicion 
of being a spy, and is‘to be tried by court- 
martial at Middelburg; whether he 
will be given the assistance of legal 
advisers in his defence; and, having 
regard to the fact that he is a subject of 
the German Empire, will he be allowed 
to communicate with the German Consul. 


Lorp STANLEY: In reply to these 
questions, I have no information on the 
matter alluded to, and no communication 
has been received from the German 
Government. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the | 


noble Lord send for information ? 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


ROYAL GARRISON REGIMENTS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state what progress has been made 





{15 Aveusr 1901} 





902 


in the formation of the Royal Garrison 
Regiments, and what is the present 
position and station of the several bat- 
talions, 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The first battalion 
is at Malta and numbers 989 all ranks, 
the second is at Gibraltar and numbers 
1,035 all ranks, and the third is being 
raised at Warley and numbers 910 all 
ranks. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether 
he has received from the Dublin 
Trades Council a resolution pointing out 
the desirability of having samples of 
articles required by the War Department, 
and sent by Irish contractors, examined 
at Arbour Hill Receiving Depot instead 
of at Woolwich, and asking that work- 
shops attached to military barracks 
should be more largely established in 
Ireland; and whether he can see his 
way to complying with this resolution. 


Lorp STANLEY: This resolution 
was received, and a reply was sent on the 
15th July expressing the inability of the 
Secretary of State for War to comply 
with it, as the stores required were not 
large enough to justify the creation of 
any local factory. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Is the noble Lord aware that 
the Commander-in-Chief in Ireland re- 
commended the purchase in Ireland of 
goods obt:inable there ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
chat. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Perhaps, then, the 
noble Lord will look at the evidence 
given by the right hon. the Commander- 
in-Chief in Ireland before the War Office 
Organisation Committee. 

SEATON LINKS, ABERDEEN. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether there is any intention 
on the part of the War Office to take 
steps with a view to the placing of a 
military camp on Seaton Links, near 
Aberdeen. 
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Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; there is{date for which contracts have been 
no such intention. made is £5,691,670, but contracts in- 
volving a large amount are now under 
ARMY LIST AND ARMY RANK. | consideration, and will probably be 
*CotoneL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- | accepted within the next month or so. 
over Square) : I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether, 
seeing that the official Army List, FORCES. 
published in accordance with the pro-| Si® JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
visions of the Army Act, 1881, Section | mouth) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
163 (d), is under the Act evidence of the | to the Admiralty whether he can state 
status and rank of the officers therein | What steps are being taken with regard 
mentioned, he can explain why Lieu- | to the issue of medals and clasps to the 
tenant-colonels of the Reserve of Officers, | naval force employed in China during 
with rank of colonel in the Army, are|the recent operations; and whether 


deprived of their Army rank on recall | he can give an assurance that the reci- 
to service. pients of such medals and clasps will 


have the same treatment extended to 

Lorp STANLEY: The Army List| them with respect to the presentation 

under the Army Act, Section 163 (d), | thereof as has lately been accorded to 

is evidence of the status and rank of the those who have served in the South 
officers therein mentioned, and the | African War. 


Reserve officers are also shown therein, | 
. BLN iti dor | “THE SECRETARY To THE ADMI- 
wih She commissions they held when | sry. (gr, Anwotd-Pousten, Bellsst, 


CHINA—REWARDS FOR NAVAL 


on the active list. On the recall of a W): 


Reserve officer to service he is dealt with 
under the King’s regulations. 


MILITARY WORKS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether 
he can state what was the amount ex- 
pended, under the Military Works Acts 
of 1897 and 1899, on defence works, 
barracks, ranges, and staff and contin- 
gencies respectively, from the 1st April, 
1900, to the 31st March, 1901; what 
is the estimated expenditure under those 
headings for the current year ; and what 
is the total amount in respect of which 
contracts have been entered into under 
the Military Works Acts of 1897 and 
1899. 


Lorp STANLEY: The accounts are 
not fully made up to 31st March, 1901, 


The preparation of the medals 
|and clasps for the naval forces in the 
/recent operations in China will be 
|proceeded with as rapidly as possible. 
/I can give no assurance with regard 
|to the presentation of the medals 
,and clasps, as the matter is one which 
must depend on the pleasure of the 
| King. 

GREAT. INDIAN PENINSULA 
RAILWAY COMPANY’S ANNUITIES. 
*Mr. J. E. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he is now prepared 
to publish the manner of calculating 
the rate of interest used in connection 
/with the amount of Great Indian 
| Peninsula Railway Company’s annui- 
\ties; whether it was identical with 
‘the process employed when the Indian 
|Government terminated the lease and 
‘repaid the capital of the Scinde and 





but the following is the approximate Eastern Bengal Railway Companies ; 
expenditure from Ist April, 1900,| and, if not, what cause there was for 
to 3lst March, 1901:—Defences, altering the precedents of the past 
£400,000 ; barracks, £500,000; ranges, | twenty years. 

etc., £250,000; staff, etc., £50,000. | 

The estimated expenditure for the; Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
~ current year will be found in Command | INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Paper No. 518 of 1901, but I have reason | Ealing): The Secretary of State has 
to hope that we shall make more pro-|no knowledge of the manner in which 
gress than was anticipated, in which | the rate of interest was calculated by the 
case the expenditure will be larger. | Governors of the Bank of England in 
The total amount authorised up to any of the cases mentioned. 
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*Mr. J. E GORDON: Is the noble 
Lord not aware that a clause in the 
Scinde Railway Act, 1886, declares that 
“ whereas the rate of interest to be used 
in calculating the said annuity has been 
ascertained in accordance with the pro- 
vision. . And such annuity has 
accordingly been calculated and created 
by the Secretary of State ” ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. J. E. GORDON : I beg toask the 
Secretary of State for India if he is pre- 
pared to accept the method and details 
of the recent Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway Company’s repayment as pre- 
cedents governing the approaching re- 
payment in 1905 and 1907 of the capital 
of the Bombay Railway Company and 
the Madras Railway Company. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The procedure 


to be adopted, if the Government pur- 
chase by annuity, will be that which is 
prescribed by the contract, namely, a 
reference to the Governor or Deputy- 
Governor of the Bank of England to 
decide the rate of interest which shall 
govern the annuity. But, as I have 
often before stated, I have no cognisance 
of, or authority over, the method or 
details by or upon which the Governor 
or Deputy Governor of the Bank may 
arrive at the determination upon the 
point referred to them. 


Mr. J. E. GORDON: I beg to give 
notice that I shall bring this matter 
before the House to-morrow. 


INDIA OFFICE AUDITORSHIP. 


Mer. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he can state 
the present salaries for the auditor of 
the India Office and of his deputy ; 
whether those salaries have been recently 
increased, and, if so, when and on what 
grounds ; what is the total cost of the 
auditor’s department, and what relation 
that cost bears to the amount to be 
audited ; what is the total number of 
queries raised by the auditor in the last 
five years, and what is the total sum 
involved in those queries. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The salaries 
of the auditor and of his assistant are 
respectively £1,200 and £800, rising to 
£1,0)). They were increased to these 
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amounts in February, 1900, on the 
ground of the importance of the duties 
performed, and with due regard to the 
salaries paid for services of similar im- 
portance elsewhere. The total cost of 
the auditor’s department, which was 
created by Act of Parliament, is about 
£7,000 a year; the sums which he has 
to audit amount to nearly eighty millions 
sterling annually. The total number of 
queries raised by the auditor during the 
last five years is 1,270; but this fact 
gives no indication whatever of the 
extent or importance of the duties per- 
formed by him. 
CANTONMENT OF RANGOON. 

Mr. KESWICK (Surrey, Epsom): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that the 
Public Works Department in Burma is 
insisting on taking over houses belong- 
ing to private owners in the Cantonment 
of Rangoon without paying the full and 
fair value of the buildings ; and whether 
he will have the matter inquired into, 
and by arbitration or otherwise have the 
real value of the houses ascertained. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
information on the subject to which 
this question refers, but I will make 
inquiry. 

JAMAICA LAWS—FLOGGING. 

*Stir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
Law No. 21 of 1901, passed by the 
Jamaica Legislature on 4th July, Article 
2 of which empowers the Jamaica Agri- 
cultural Society and any affiliated society 
to appoint constables for the arrest of 
persons suspected of predial larceny. 
who, under Article 3, may be imprisoned 
on evidence not necessarily on oath ; on 
whom Article 4 throws the burden of 
proving their innocence ; and who, in 
the event of conviction of a first offence, 
may, and on subsequent conviction must, 
under Article 7, in addition to or in lieu 
of imprisonment, be subjected to flogging 
with a cat-o’-nine-tails, with not more 
than eighteen stripes if under the age of 
sixteen, or thirty-six stripes if over that 
age; and whether he will advise the 
disallowance of this law by His Majesty. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN The law 


in question has not yet been received ; 
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when it comes it will be most carefully} been done to the statue of Her late 
scrutinised. To judge from the reports | Majesty. 
in the local newspapers, the provisions | ‘ 
quoted by the right hon. Member are}. Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
not correct, and the law contains a sus- | information as to either of those incidents, 
pending clause, so that it does not come | except what I have seen in the news- 
into operation until His Majesty’s assent | P4P€rs. No official information has come 
has been given. some. 
CAIRO FOX HUNTING INCIDENT. 
Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not |if he is aware that Mr. Wilfrid Blunt's 
seen the Act. I have only read the local Bedouin servants, three of whom were 
newspapers, so that I am not in a position recently punished for assaulting officers 
to say wheher the statements in the of 11th Hussars, near Cairo, some time 


right hon. Gentleman’s question are previously, by Mr. Blunt’s dircctions, 
correct or not. flogged two Greeks who went into his 


enclosure until they were insensible; 
MALTA. |and what steps, if any, were taken in 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to | this matter. 
ask the Secretary of State forthe Colonies); Tyr UNDER SECRETARY © or 
whether his attention has been called to | STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
the petition presented on the 13th | (Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester) : His 
instant from the elected members of the | Majesty’s Government have no informa- 
Council of Government of Malta, urging | tion of the incident mentioned. They 
that a Commission be appointed to} ynderstand that at the trial of the 
inquire into the system of Government | men accused of assaulting the British 
in Malta, the language question, and the | officers, the defendant’s counsel mer- 
question of taxes ; whether he is aware} tioned that he had himself witnessed 
that a representative meeting has lately; ease where two Italians who 
been held in Malta which expressed its | had trespassed on Mr. Blunt’s property 
condemnation of the despatch dated | were hound and severely beaten in Mr. 
30th July ; and whether a Commission | p]ynt’s presence. If the facts were as 
will be granted in accordance with the | stated it was clearly for the sufferers to 
petition of the elected representatives complain to the authorities or take legal 
of the Maltese people. remedies, It is not known whether they 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I have read 
the Act. 








| 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : (1) I have 

no information with regard to the peti- 

tion in question. (2) Yes. (3) No, Sir, 

I do not propose that a Commission be 

granted to inquire into the system of 
government in Malta. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked whether 
it was intended to continue the govern- 
ment of Malta by Order in Council 
exclusively. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 


necessary, yes. 


When 





Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman received any in- 
formation in reference to the reports 
that the British flag has been hauled 
down in Malta and that injury has 


did so. 
NEW GERMAN TARIFF. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether his 
attention has been directed to the 
proposal which the German Government 
are about to submit to the Reichstag 
raising the duties on English imports, 
and whether any steps are being taken 
by the English Government in the 
matter. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Copies of 
the proposed new German Customs 
Tariff have been received at the Foreign 
Office, and a statement has been prepared 
at the Board of Trade comparing the 
present and proposed rates, but I under- 
stand that the proposed tariff is still 
in the hands of the Tariff Committee 
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of the Bundesrath, who will probably ; tracts fulfilling the conditions which I 
not report to that body till the end of|stated to the House on 25th of June. 


the year. The matter is actively en-| I cannot give an approximate date for all 





gaging the attention of the Commercial 
Intelligence Committee of the Board of 
Trade, who are I believe taking steps to 
consult the principal chambers of com- 
merce. 


NICARAGUA CANAL—CLAYTON- 
BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
can state what is the present position of 
the negotiations between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Government of 
the United States for the establishment 
of an inter-oceanic waterway between 
the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans ; whether 
there has been any reply to Lord Lans- 
downe’s despatch of 22nd February, 
1901 ; and whether the provisions of 
the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty are still in 
force, 


Viscount CRANBORNE: There has 


heen no formal reply to Lord Lansdowne’s | 


despatch of 22nd February, but un- 
official communications between 
Majesty’s Government and the Covern- 
ment of the United States have 
place through Lord Pauncefote, who is 
at present in this country. The Clayton- 
Bulwer Treaty is still in force. 


COAL EXPORT DUTY—REMISSIONS. 

Sir THEODORE DOXFORD (Sun- 
derland): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether, as it is the 
intention of the Treasury to remit the 
coal export duty on all coal shipped 
this year under pre-Budget contracts, an 
approximate date can be given for re- 
turning the amounts paid on such 
contracts, and for passing the balances 
of contracts exempt from duty if shipped 
by the end of the year; and whether, 
if an approximate date for the latter 
cannot be given, the Treasury can issue 
regulations to avoid the loss to merchants 
by the payment of duty on account of 
pre-Budget contracts. 


THE EX- 
BEACH, 


THE CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 


His | 


taken | 


repayments in such cases ; but much has 
been repaid already, and the Customs 
hope that all uncontroversial cases may 
be disposed of by 30th September next. 
In this, and in the completion of the work 
of passing the balances of contracts 
that are to be shipped duty free, much 
will depend on the degree in which 
contractors help the Customs by 
promptly and accurately furnishing cover 
contracts, and in arranging them so as 
to indicate the selling contracts to which 
the cover contracts respectively relate. 
The Board of Customs are using every 
exertion to hasten the work, especially 
in the case of the smaller and apparently 
needier merchants. 


BOOKMAKERS IN GUERNSEY. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that some twenty 
or more betting bookmakers calling 
themselves turf accountants have trans- 
\ferred their business from Holland to 
Guernsey, where it is not illegal, as in 
England, to receive money on deposit 
for betting purposes, and that the adver 
|tisements of these bookmakers appear 
jin English newspapers ; and whether 
/he can take any steps to promote the 
‘assimilation of the law in the Channel 
| Islands to that which exists in England, 
so as todiminish the temptation to betting 
in this country. 








*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RitcuigE, Croydon): I will bring this 
question to the notice of the authorities 
in the Channel Islands. 


HACKNEY UNION—NURSE BEATTY. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
‘that the guardians of the Hackney 
|Union decline to produce the papers 
| under which they detained Nurse Beatty 
'as a lunatic ; and will he, having regard 
|to Section 82 of 32 Vict., ce. 5, direct 
‘them to do so. 








Bristol, W.): The remission, as I have | 


already stated, can only apply to con- | *Mr. RITCHIE: I have no knowledge 
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of the papers referred to, not have I any 
authority to give directions to the 
guardians of the poor. I presume the 
reference is to Section 82 of the Lunacy 
Act, 1890. 


Questions. 


BOLTON LICENSING CASE. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
now in possession of further information 
in regard to the proceedings at {the 
quarter sessions for Bolton, on 12th July, 
in the case of the Standard Arms beer- 
house ; and whether, in view of the facts 
of that case, he will take steps to insure 
the observance by the justices of Bolton 
of the provisions of Section 158 (1) 
of the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882. 


. *Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed, as the 
result of inquiries, that the borough 
magistrates, although present and giving 


assistance as to the facts of the case, took | 


no part in the decision of the court and 
did not act as justices within the enact- 
ment referred to. In view of that 
enactment, however, 
regarding it as unfortunate that they 
took any part at all in the pro- 
ceedings. 


FISHERY DISPUTES OFF CULLERCOATS. | 


Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has received information 
concerning the attacks that have recently 
been made on the open sea and in the 
mouth of the River Tyne on fishing boats 
returning to Cullercoats by a steam tug 


{COMMONS} 


I cannot help | 
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(Central): The Board of Trade were 
informed by the Admiralty on the 7th 
‘instant that, owing to the salmon fishery 
| disputes off the mouth of the Tyne 
| arising out of a claim to private fish- 
ing rights, two gunboats had been 
despatched to the locality. The Board 
| have asked the Admiralty for further 
| particulars. 


Questions. 


| DISCIPLINE ON MERCHANT SHIPS— 
THE “MAB.” 


| 


| Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
|the President of the Board of Trade 
|whether his Department has received 
|any report respecting the imprisonment 
| of the firemen of the steamship ‘ Mab,” 
at the Canadian port Rimouski ; whether 
|he is aware that these men refused to 
| work, coal being part cargo to be shifted 
\in the bunkers after one o’clock on 
| Saturday afternoon ; and that, although 
‘it is the custom on British ships for the 
firemen to cease work in port at one 
clock on Saturday afternoon, the 
master put the men in irons, and kept 
them lying on deck seven hours ; and, 
seeing that this master has had trouble 
with his men on board other British 
| vessels, whether he will cause inquiry 
| to be made with regard to the treatment 
|of the firemen of the “ Mab” by the 
| master. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Notice 
of the hon. Member’s question was the 
| first intimation I received of the case to 

which he refers. From inquiries | 
| have made it appears that five firemen 
of the “ Mab” refused duty and became 
violent, one even attempting to throw 
'the master overboard. They were put 
‘in irons until the arrival of the police. 





and other boats belonging to a Mr. Ewen, “at rh 4 ' 
and whether he is aware that the fishing | In the ; district magistrate’s peer 
coble ‘‘ Harold” returning from fishing | Rimouski the men were convict . 
was run into and almost sunk, that her One was sent to prison for eight days, 
sails and fishing nets were seized, and the and all forfeited two days pay. A counter 
men on board were in peril of their lives ; charge was brought against the master 


whether it has been brought to his by the firemen, but was dismissed. bo 
knowledge that the fishermen of Culler- | Board of Trade have nothing recor 
coats are now obliged to arm themselves | 2&41nst the master. 

for their own protection; and what 
steps he proposes to take to prevent a 
recurrence of these attacks. 


THE “LOUISIANA.” 
| Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD oF has yet received any report with regard 


TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, to the condition of the steamship 
| 
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iiuisiutie.” n she sailed from | ORIENT LINE—CONDUCT OF STOKERS 
Louisiana,’ when she saile om | - DISCHARGE CERTIFICATES. 


Quebee on her last voyage ; whether | ‘ 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


he is aware that when this vessel last | , : 
left Quebec the master was compelied | E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
to jettison a portion of the deck cargo; | Board of Trade if he will request the 
whether he will ascertain from the| Orient Steam Navigation Company to 
master how many standard of deals were | State the names of their vessels on which 
jettisoned ; whether it is the intention | the stokers were drunken and mutinous, 
of the Board of Trade to ask the owners | 2nd the dates of the occurrences ; whether 
of this vessel to award compensation to | the company prosecuted the stokers for 
'the offences they are alleged to have 
| committed ; whether, on the discharge of 
| these stokers, they gave them certificates 
of discharge, declining to report with 
regard to character ; and whether they 
| will state the names of their vessels on 
| which they state they have sustained 
' heavy losses, and the dates, in conse- 
| quence of the wholesale desertion of their 
Mt. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, |“"°"* 
[have not yet received any report from; fp GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
Quebec with regard to the case of the | referred this question to the Orient Steam 
“Louisiana.” The owners, however, | Navigation Company, who inform me 
inform me that when the vessel left that | ¢ha¢ they do not feel called upon to supply 
port no portion of the cargo was jettisoned, | the information for wach the hon. 
but that certain deck cargo was dis- | Member asks. 
charged in port in order to remedy a list, | 
after which a certificate of seaworthi- | SHIP BALLASTING. 
nese (of which I have seen a copy) was! Me. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
granted by the local authorities. As it pine Stroud) se beg tidak the Premdent 
appears that the seamen who were im-| o¢ the Board of Trade whether the Cir- 
prisoned relused to proceed to sea after ‘cular to surveying officers dealing with 
the Louisiana _was declared to be in a the under-ballasting of ships of the 
seaworthy condition, and as she was not mercantile marine, which was promised 
sent to sea unseaworthy, the case does more than four months ibs has been 
not appear to me to be one either for jsued. whether he a St terms, 
compensation or prosecution. and whether any ships, and, if so, how 
; many have been detained since the issue 
Mr. JOYCE: Arising out of the of the Circular on account of being unsafe 
answers to these and various other | through want of sufficient ballast. 
questions relating to shipping matters, | 
may I ask the right hon. Gentleman! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
whether a Departmental Committee | Circular to which the hon. Member 
will inquire carefully into these ques-| refers was issued to the survey staff of 
tions ? 'the Board of Trade in March last. It is 
to the effect that if a vessel is in such trim 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, | as to be unsafe, the master is to be warned, 
I'do not think I can appoint a Depart-| and if no steps are taken to remedy the 
mental Committee to inquire into these | fault, the ship is to be detained. No 
matters. | vessel has been detained since the issue of 


| ° a 
| the Circular on account of being unsafe 


Mr. JOYCE: What Committee has | through want of sufficient ballast. 
the right hon. Gentleman decided to 
appoint ? 


the seamen who were imprisoned for 
refusing to proceed in the ship on the 
ground that she was unseaworthy ; and 
whether the Board of Trade intends to 
take proceedings under the Merchant 
Shipping Act against the owners for 
sending this vessel to sea in an unsea- 
worthy condition. 


PATENT LAWS. 
A : Mr. JOSEPH LAWRENCE (Mon- 
Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order!| mouth Boroughs): I beg to ask. the 
Notice must be given of that question. President of the Board of Trade whether 
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his attention has been called to the con- 
ditions existing between this country and 
Germany and France in respect of the 
Patent Laws, and whether the Govern- 
ment will in the next session of Parlia- 
ment take steps to assimilate the law of 
this country to that prevailing in the 
countries named ; and can he state what 
steps, if any, the Government intend to 
take to carry into effect any of the recom- 


mendations contained in the Report, | 
dated January of this year, of the Board | 


of Trade Committee on the working of 
the Patent Acts. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand the first part of my hon. friend’s 
question refers in particular to the 
forfeiture of patents for non-working 
which is provided for by the law in France 
and Germany. The proposal to intro- 
duce a similar condition in this country 
was considered by the Board of Trade 
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Mr. FIELD ; Is there any hope of the 
question being immediately settled ? 


Questions. 


Mr. LONG: Yes, Sir ; I think it will 
be settled very speedily. 


CHATHAM GRAVEYARDS. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart. 
ment whether he is aware of the condition 
of two graveyards at Chatham, where 
coffins are open to public view, tomb- 
stones broken, and rubbish of all kinds 
deposited ; and will he state who is 
responsible for this state of things. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: Perhaps | 
| may be allowed to answer this question. 
|My attention has been drawn to the 
alleged condition of the graveyards 
| referred to, and I am making inquiries 


on the subject. 


Committee, but was rejected by them | ba? ste ; : Z 
in favour of other proposals having a | RATES ON PEABOD: BUILDINGS. 

similar object. With respect to thé last} Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark): I beg 
part of the question, the Bill which | to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
passed this House yesterday was in-| ment Board whether he is aware that 
tended to give effect to one recom-|the Peabody Trustees have refused the 
mendation of the Committee ; the other | offer of the Southwark Borough Couneil 
recommendations are under considera- | of 124 per cent. for collecting the rates 
tion. I may say that I hope it may be | direct from the tenants in their buildings 
found possible to deal with the amend-| in the Blackfriars Road, although they 
ment of the Patent Laws before very | undertake the same work in their other 
long, but I am not in a position at present | buildings in Southwark for 10 per cent. ; 
to give any pledge on the subject. whether he is aware that by this arrange- 
ment the tenants, many of whom are 
poor, suffer inconvenience and loss, the 
allowance made by the Trustees being 
less than the tenants are called upon to 
pay; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board can take steps to put in force 
the former system under which the rates 
were collected direct from the landlord. 


COMMUNICABILITY OF TUBERCULOSIS. 


Mr. FIELD : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether he 
has received a letter from the Glasgow 
Fleshers Trade Association, consisting 
of 1,200 members of wholesale and 
retail meat traders, cattle salesmen, and 
farmers, supporting the appointment of 
a Royal Commission to inquire into 
the communicability of tuberculosis from 
animals to man ; and whether the Govern- 
ment have yet determined upon the 
appointment of such a Commission. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer this question. I 
have received the letter referred to by 
the hon. Member. The apointment | Road Buildings have agreed to pay the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
that the Peabody Trustees, in conjune- 
tion with other owners of tenement 
property in Southwark, have declined 
to assent to a reduction by the borough 
council to 124 per cent. in the allowance 
hitherto made to them in consequence 
of their paying the rates instead of the 
occupiers, and doing so whether the 
tenements were occupied or not. The 
whole of the tenants in the Blackfriars 








of a Royal Commission is still under the | ratcs, and in consideration of thei 
consideration of the Government. having to make these payments the 
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Trustees have reduced the weekly rents 
to the extent as near as possible of the 
amount of the present rates, less 15 per 
cent. The Local Government Board 
have no power to take action for the 
purpose referred to in the last paragraph 
of the question. The responsibility for 
what has occurred must rest with the 
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borough council. 


Mr. CAUSTON: Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman aware that the rearrange- | 
ment tells against the tenants and in| 
favour of the Trustees ? | 

Mr. WALTER LONG: No, no. When | 
owners of property compound for rates | 
they pay them on all the tenements | 
whether occupied or not. 





Mr. CAUSTON: If I can satisfy the 
right hon. Gentleman that it is so, has 
the Local Government Board any power 
to interfere ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. | 
Gentleman cannot possibly satisfy me of 


that. I am thoroughly conversant with 
the law. Besides, [ have no power to 
interfere. The hon. Gentleman must 


address himself to the borough council. 


SMALL-POX IN LONDON. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggers- 
ton): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he | 
can state how many cases of small-pox 
were treated at the Metropolitan small- 
pox hospitals in each of the years 1898, 
1899, and 1900; how many of those 
cases bore vaccination marks and how 
many were unvaccinated ; how many of 
the fatal cases in each year were vacci- 
nated persons, and how many were un- 
vaccinated ; and how many cases were 
certified by medical men to be cases of 
small-pox and subsequently turned out 
to be not so suffering ; and what steps 
he proposes to take to prevent such 
erroneous certification in the future. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am _ in- 
formed that the number of cases of small- 
pox treated at the hospitals of the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board in the years 1898, 
1899, and 1900 was five, eighteen, and 
sixty-six respectively. The number of 





cases which bore evidence of vaccination 





Questions. 918 


in each of these years was five, fifteen, 
and forty-nine. There were no deaths 
in 1898 ; in 1899 there were three deaths, 
all of them vaccinated cases ; and in 1900 
there were also three deaths, only one of 
which was a case bearing evidence of 
vaccination. The number of persons 
wrongly certified by medical men to be 


| suffering from small-pox in these years 
| was 


thirty-one, eighteen, and thirty 
respectively. I have no authority to 
take any steps as suggested in the second 
paragraph of the question. 


ADULTERATED BUTTER. 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture if his attention has been drawn 
to the decision of the English King’s 
Bench Division affirming the conviction 
of Messrs, Pearks, Gunstone and Co., 
trading as Pearkes’ Stores, for selling 
butter containing a large percentage of 
milk or water artificially introduced; and 
seeing that frequent complaints against 
this practice on the part of this firm have 
been made, can he state what steps the 
Board of Agriculture propose to take to 
prevent a continuance of the offence ; 
is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that the same firm was yesterday, at 
Wolverhampton fined £36 for an identi- 
cal offence ? 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 


| AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 


ton): Yes. Until the local authorities 
have fai‘ed to carry out the duty imposed 
upon them of prosecuting in cases of 
this kind, and have been declared in 
default, the Board of Agriculture cannot 
itself take proceedings. If the local 
authorities should fail in their duty as I 
do not think is probable, the Board will 
not hesitate to undertake it for them. 
Meanwhile our inspectors will communi- 
cate with the local authority in all places 
and they are numerous, when we know 
that there are branches of this or other 
firms sellimg a similar product, advising 
them of the legal decision just given, and 
of the necessity for giving effect to it. 


AGRICULTURAL RETURNS. 

Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is aware that 
the latest agricultural returns account 
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for only 86 per cent. of the measured | tecting the vendor whose milk is proved 
area of Great Britain ; and if the details | to be genuine though below the regula- 
can be given in the next Report of the! tion limit, and of preventing milk being 
14 per cent. of land at present unac-| reduced to that limit if naturally above it. 
counted for as non-agricultural, but | The suggestion of the hon. Member for 
which includes the increasing acreage | earmarking separated milk by the addi- 
used as garden plots and recreation | tion of some innocuous substance is one 
grounds. | which could not be carried into effect 


- wilh laa”! . without further legislation. We also 

Me. ag "i — agricultural | Propose to direct the attention of local 

peuras: for 170), Rave already Seen Col | authorities to the desirability of a uniform 
lected. The gradual increase of the 


non-agricultural area is, of course, due | Procedure as to sampling and analysing 
“od c Cc / | e ‘ . P . 
to the increase of buildings roads public the milk taken for examination, and to 
‘ 5” , | indicate what such procedure should be. 
recreation grounds, allotments under one |p}, labelling of condensed milk would 
rani he eles P arade grounds, 7 d |require further legislation. We have 
see ne mae of ag she % vould | wlteady made arrangements by which 
en een Seve ae eee ee, me | the vessels used in the testing of milk can 


involve a long and costly investigation. . ; To 43 
re - sein was issued in 1895 pa: the | = ar v a at the National 
number and extent of holdings of one én aN 
acre and under—and there has been no | THE POST OFFICE AND THE NATIONAL 
great change since then. TELEPHONE COMPANY. 
| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
IMPORTS OF CANADIAN CATTLE. | Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 

Mr. CROMBIE: I beg to ask the | tothe Treasury, as representing the Post- 
President of the Board of Agriculture | master General, whether an agreement 
if he will grant a Return showing the | has been arrived at within the last few 
quantity and value of Canadian cattle | days _ between the Government and 
imported alive, slaughtered at port of | the National Telephone Company, and 
landing, and dead meat, in the several | Whether he will give the purport of the 
years from 1890 to 1900. arrangement, if any, concluded. 

“Mk. ro Hadad i bendy oe rue TREASURY (Mr. acaies Chana 
Salad or coop ge i Se LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : I have nothing 
eth ait the wavtiogiars: tes sake for, 40 to add to the answer I gave to a similar 
far as we have the information. question a few days ago.1 

POST OFFICE—LINESMEN’S AND 
MILK STANDARD. MECHANICS’ CLAIM TO STRIPES. 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : I] Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
beg to ask the President of the Board of | I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
Agriculture whether he intends to adopt | Sury, as representing the Postmaster 
any of the recommendations of the General, if he is now in a position to 
Departmental Committee besides those | #2nounce the result of the inquiry pro- 
referring to a milk standard, and espe-| mised five months ago in reference to 
cially whether he intends to take any|the giving of merit stripes to unestab- 
steps for ensuring that the addition of lished linesmen and mechanics. 


separated milk to whole milk can be} yp AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Soteeted. Postmaster General has carefully cn 
. | sidered the question and is not prepare 
~ Me. HANBURY: We are preparing | to sanction the extension of the privilege 
circular letters to the local authorities of wearing good conduct stripes to uD- 
calling their attention to the recom-| established servants of the Department 
mendations of the Committee with | hevond the limits laid down in accordance 
regard to the adulteration of cream with | with the recommendation of the Tweed- 
gelatine or other substances, and to the! |. outh Committee in 1897. 

administration of the Food and Drugs ‘ leet a! 
Acts generally, with the object of pro- + See page 287. 
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AUDITOR GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can state what is the total cost of the 
Auditor General’s Department, and 
what relation that cost bears to the total 
sum audited. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
cost of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General’s Department for 1899-1900, 
including pensions and expenditure on 
its behalf by the Stationery Office, 
Office of Works, and Post Office, was 
£80,786. The amount of expenditure 
in 1899-1900 on account of Voted Loan 
and Consolidated Fund Services which 
was audited by the Department was 
upwards of £123,000,000. The Depart- 
ment also ‘audited numerous non- 
voted accounts, such as the National 
Debt Commissioners’ Accounts, the 
Supreme Court Fund Accounts, etc., 
etc., as to which figures cannot be fur- 
nished without considerable difficulty and 
delay. 

PARCELS POST DELAYS. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the delays on the part of the Post Office 
in delivering parcels though they are 
marked perishable and immediate ; 
whether he is aware that such parcels 
are sometimes not delivered, and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of enabling any sender of a parcel to 
obtain a receipt as is now done with 
registered letters. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Member will give particulars 
of any parcels which have been delayed 
in their transmission by post or have 
not been delivered, the Postmaster 
General will cause inquiry to be made 
on the subject. In the case of a delayed 
parcel the label or the address portion 
of the cover should, if possible, be for- 
warded to the Post Office. With regard 
to the other point referred to in the 
question, the hon. Member seems to be 
under a misapprehension. As_ stated 


in paragraph 8, on page 8 of the Post 
Office Guide, a certificate of the posting 
of a parcel can be obtained at any post 
office. 
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CORONATION CEREMONY. 
Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 


Chorley): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works if it has been pro- 
posed to remove the screen below the 
organ in Westminster Abbey in view 
of the coronation ceremony. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovetas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I understand that at 
the Coronation Committee a question 
was asked as to whether it was feasible 
to remove the screen temporarily, but 
no proposal was made, and the question 
was not discussed. 


THE WIDENING OF PICCADILLY. 


Lorp BALCARRES : I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works if the 
widening of Piccadilly has been already 
begun. 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent) : To 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he is aware that the congestion 
of traffic in Piccadilly takes place only 
for a few hours on a few days in the 
year ; and whether, before any part of 
the Green Park is taken away, he will 
first try the effect of removing the cab 
stand and cab shelter from Piccadilly. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) : To ask the First Commissioner 
of Works whether he will consent to 
remark the effect upon traffic of remov- 
ing the pavement upon the south side 
of Piccadilly before cutting down trees 
in the Green Park to widen Piccadilly. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The answer 
to my noble friend is in the negative. 
I am now in communication with the 
County Council on this matter, and in 
the meantime all work will be stopped. 
My hon. friend the Member for Stoke 
says “ that the block only takes place for 
a few hours on a few days in the year,” 
but I would say that my own experience, 
as well as that of traffic experts, differs 
entirely from this; whilst the removal 
of the cab stand and shelter would in 
no way abate the congestion at Hamilton 
Place, which it is the chief object of the 
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scheme to relieve. My hon. friend the 
Member for Stowmarket can hardly 
have seen the effect of his suggestion, 
which would cause the removal of all 
the trees now on the pavement, the 
majority of which will be saved under 
the County Council scheme, while the 
relief given to the traffic at Hamilton 
Place would be infinitesimal. 


Mr. MALCOLM asked what was the 
use of widening Piccadilly for the purpose | 
of traffic if they still left the trees on 
the south side. 
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nearly entailed a dangerous riot. In the 
course of the second address the publican 
threw a bucket of beer and porter over 
him. Counter charges were lodged of 
assault and of obstruction. After con- 
sideration, Crown counsel directed that 
no proceedings should be taken on either 
charge. I think this decision was right, 


Questions. 


|The reverend gentleman recovered a 
sum of 30s. in a civil action for damage 


to his clothes. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the Lord 


| Advocate endeavour to instil a little of 


| this common sense into the Irish Exeeu- 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: It is| 
proposed in the scheme of the County | 
Council that the greater number of the | 
trees shall stand on refuges in the! 


centre. 


Lorp BALCARRES: Will the First 
Commissioner receive a deputation on | 
the subject ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I shall be | 
glad to receive a deputation of any Mem- | 
bers of the House to-morrow to explain | 


the scheme to them. | 


DUMBARTON DISTURBANCES. | 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, | 
Mid): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that, whilst the Rev. W. W. | 
Mickimmin, Newry, Ireland, was address- | 
ing an open-air meeting in Dumbarton | 
on the evening of Wednesday, 3rd 
July, a publican threw over him and 
others the contents of a bucket contain- 
ing porter or some other liquor ; whether, | 
seeing that the Rev. Mr. Mickimmin | 
lodged a complaint at the burgh sible | 
office, Dumbarton, against the offender, | 
he can explain why no_ prosecution 
has followed. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 
inquired into the circumstances of 
this case. The reverend gentleman, 
who is a temperance lecturer and an 
Orangeman, persisted in holding a meet- 
ing in front of the publican’s house, 





tive ? 


Mr. CALDWELL: Then am I to 
understand that the sheriff decided both 


| the civil and the criminal cases ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
sheriff decided that, although damage 
was done, it was not a case for a criminal 
prosecution. 


Mr. CALDWELL: But was not an 
assault actually committed ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : Well, 


it was a case of practical proselytism. 


ALLOTMENTS IN THE HIGHLANDS. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 


‘senting the Secretary for Scotland, if 


1e can state why the applications for 
allotments from residents in the parishes 
of Dunnet, Latheron, Thurso, and Wick, 
Caithness, under Section 26 of the Local 
Government Act, were refused. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Local Government Board are informed 
that in the parishes of Dunnet and 
Wick land for allotments could not be 
obtained by voluntary agreement, and 
in the parishes of Latheron and Thurso 
ground could only be had to a limited 
extent. The parish councils of Dunnet 
and Wick were of opinion that the ex- 
pense of putting the compulsory clauses 
of the Local Government Act, 1894, into 





who is a Catholic, and made use of very | force were tvo great, and accordingly 
insulting language in reference to the|/no action was taken. In Wick the 
publican and his wife. His proceedings, | applicants did not press their applica- 
which were renewed on a subsequent | cations on hearing that compulsory 
occasion, caused great obstruction and | steps would have to be taken. 
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(PRESTATYN BOARD SCHOOL. | intend to adopt to preserve the public 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to | peace in the future in the Queen’s Island, 
ask the Vice-President of the Com-;} Belfast. 
mittee of Council on Education whether | 
he is aware the Board of Education has | 
directed the building of a new Board | LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Thanks 
school at Prestatyn, that the new build-| largely to the energy and discretion of 
ings of the national school afford accom- | the Lord Mayor of Belfast, the measures 
modation for 247 children, andthe old taken by the Government, in consul 
buildings for 158; and that the total | tation with him and other local autho 
estimated child population of the district | rities, have had satisfactory results. 
| 
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of school age is only 210, and the average } With respect to future arrangements of a 
attendance at the national and board| permanent character, I am afraid I 
schools only 105; and whether the; must defer making any statement in 
Board of Education will reconsider their | the matter until I have had the oppor- 
decision. | tunity, during the recess, of a conference 
| personally with the Lord Mayor and 
Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh) : | others who are best qualified to advise. 
May I also ask the Vice-President of the | 
Committee of Council on Education| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope I 
whether he is aware that the Board! am not to understand that because for 
of Education have recently ordered a new | the moment the riots have ceased the 
board school to be erected at Prestatyn, right hon. Gentleman will take time 
Flintshire ; and, seeing chat there are to deal with this matter. Experience 
already three schools in this parish, the | shows that these riots crop up at most 
population of which is sd 1,200, and unexpected moments. 
that there is accommodation in the' sos % 
national school alone for 247 children, | Mr. WYNDHAM: TI did not mean to 


can he state what is the object of erecting CO"VEY that impression. 





a new school in addition to those already 
existing. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The Board of 
Education has not directed the building 
of a new school at Prestatyn, but the 
matter is still under its consideration. 
I am told the hon. Member’s figures 
cannot be accepted as accurate. 


Mr. GEORGE KENYON: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman any intention of 
ascertaining the opinions of the rate- 
payers ? 


Sir J. GORST: The usual course 
will be taken. No order will be made 
unless there is a deficiency of school 
accommodation, and that will be ascer- 
tained in the customary manner. 


QUEEN’S ISLAND, BELFAST. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can now state what measures of a 
permanent character the Government 
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| DISCHARGE OF CATHOLIC WORKMEN 
IN BELFAST. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to 


jask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that 
a number of Roman Catholic coopers in 
the employment of the Anglo-American 
Oil Company, in Belfast, have been dis- 
charged from their employment on the 
ground that the company was no longer 
able to afford them any protection from 
attacks by workmen of other religions ; 
and can he state what steps he intends 
to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ question, 
which only appeared on the Paper this 
morning, has been referred to the Com- 
missioner of Police at Belfast for report. 
Perhaps the hon. Member will be good 
enough to repeat the question to-morrow. 


KILLCLOONEY ESTATE. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will make 
a further statement in reference to the 
sale of the Killclooney tenants. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: 
stated by me on Thursday last,t I am 
not yet in a position to make a further 
statement in reference to this matter. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—COM- 
PENSATION FOR INJURIES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
say when the Return relating to com- 
pensation for injuries to members of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary is likely to be 
distributed to Members. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The preparation 
of this Return entails an examination 
of the police records extending over a 


of the Return, but I am afraid it cannot 
be ready for distribution under a month 
or six months. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY FUND. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask -Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
will state the amount of the Con- 
stabulary Force Fund on its division 
into benefit and reward branches in 
1883, the total amount contributed 
to the benefit branch by compulsory 
deductions from officers and men from 
the-18th June, 1883, to the end of 1900, 
and the amount disbursed to members 
of the force, their widows and orphans, 
during the same period. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request 
of my right hon. friend I will reply to 
this question. The date of the division 
of the fund into benefit and reward 
branches was the Ist April, 1891, not 
18th June, 1883. The balance to the 
credit of the benefit branch on the 
Ist April, 1891, was £297,749 4s. 7d. 
The contributions to this branch, since 
that date, amount to £105,809 4s. 6d. ; 
the disbursements from the same branch 
from the same date to £132,682 5s. 10d. 
The reward branch was opened without 
any balance on the division of the fund 
in April, 1891. 

DR. WALSH AND THE IRISH 
EDUCATION BOARD. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu 
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tenant of Ireland whether a second 
memorandum has been issued by the 
Board of National Education in Ireland 
‘in reference to the recent resignation 
of the most rev. Dr. Walsh, Archbishop 
of Dublin, and whether he will lay upon 
the Table a copy of this second memo- 
randum, together with copies of the 
minutes of all further proceedings of the 
Board with reference to this matter and 
the documents mentioned therein. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must explain 
| that when replying on August 8th,7 the 
jfurther minutes of the Board had not 
| been brought to my notice ; nor, owing 
/to pressure of work, have I even yet 





The hon. Member’s question was_ before 


on Tuesday last, when it was decided 
that there was no objection to lay upon 
the Table of the House a copy of a second 
memorandum which was considered 
at the Board’s meeting on 30th July in 





connection with the resignation of 
Archbishop Walsh, together with copies 
of the minutes of all further proceedings 
of the Board with reference to this matter. 
Steps will be taken to present these 
Papers to Parliament accordingly before 
the prorogation. 

LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE MILL 

STREET UNION. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that an agricultural labourer named 
Michael Mahony applied for a cottage 
on the farm of a man named Noonan, at 
Coolinarny, in connection with the 
improvement scheme recently promoted 
by the Millstreet Rural District Council ; 
that although Mahony and his father 
before him had worked on this farm 
for forty years, Mahony was evicted by 
Noonan from the insanitary dwelling he 
occupied immediately after he had sent 
in his representation paper for a cottage ; 
and that at the sworn inquiry the occt- 
pier represented that Mahony was an 
evicted tenant, and that consequently 
his application was reported on ul 
favourably by the Local Government 
Board inspector; is he aware that on 
the circumstances being subsequently 


—— 





t See page 63. 











t See page 61. 
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placed before the Local Government 
Board they modified their order, and 
sanctioned the erection of the cottage 
provided a written consent was given 
by the occupier; has such consent 
been given; and, having regard to the 
provisions of the Labourers Acts, where 


cottages are proved to be necessary, | 


ean he explain why an order was made 
for the consent of the occupier to be 
obtained. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
generally as stated. The Board could 
not consent to compulsory powers for ac- 


quiring a portion of the farm in question | 


asa site for a cottage for Mahony without 
the consent of the occupier. But, if such 
consent were given, the Board would not 
object to the inclusion of the cottage 
in the Provisional Order. The rural 
council has been so informed, but so far 
no reply has been received. If the site 
is not included in the Provisional Order 


it will be open to the council to accept | 


Mahony as a tenant for a cottage on some 
other site. 


TRISH TOWN TENANTS—PERPETUITY | 


OF TENURE. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, having regard to the 
present state of the law respecting 
tenants in towns in Ireland, he will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
into Parliament next session a Bill 
which would secure to such tenants 
perpetuity of tenure, compensation for 
improvements effected, the right of free 
sale of created interests, the fixing of 
fair rents, and which would provide 
machinery for facilitating sale and 
purchase as between landlord and tenant. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give any | 
undertaking such as is suggested in this | 
question. | 


IRISH MACKEREL INDUSTRY. | 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the) 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| 
tenant of Ireland whether he can| 
state what price per hundred (126) did | 
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| the contract for purchase of fish during 
'these years was given to one buyer or 
divided among several, was the contract 
price fixed for the entire year in each 
/case, and was the contract advertised 
/and open to competition, and, if not, can 
_he explain why it was not so offered. 


_ Mr. WYNDHAM: The prices varied 
at different periods of the years men- 
tioned, and I am communicating details 
/to the hon. Member. In 1899 the 


contract was given to one firm; 
in 1900 to two firms; and in 
(1901 to one firm. Every year 


circulars are sent to all fish buyers 
known to the Board, and an agreement 
is made with the firm offering the best 
terms for the fishermen. Tenders are 
not advertised for, but the arrangement 
made differs little from open competition. 
| Mr. FLYNN: Is it not desirable to 


advertise for these tenders 2? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider 
that point. 


IRISH WEST COAST FISHERIES. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a 
number of fish buyers intimated their 
desire to assemble at Arran, Cleggan, 
_Blacksod, and other places during the 
'mackerel season for the purpose of 
buying fish from the boats under the 
management of the Congested Districts 
'Board, but found no opportunity of 
purchase owing to the fact that the 


| boats are tied to a certain contractor at 


fixed prices, and will the Board change 
this system in future seasons so as to 
open these fishing stations to competing 
buyers with a view to obtain higher 
prices for the fishermen. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir ; the facts 


| are as stated in the first paragraph. The 


arrangement referred to was made by 
the Board in order that the fishermen 
should be guaranteed a good price 
throughout the season. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 





the Congested Districts Board obtain | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
for mackerel during the years 1899, | Ireland if he can state on what duty or 
1900, and 1901, respectively, whether duties are the steamers of the Congested 
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Districts Board engaged, and, in view; Mr. WYNDHAM: Major Fair was 
of the prices now obtained for fish on selected as being the inspector of the 
the west coast, whether the Board will | district comprising this union. He has 
utilise these steamers for conveying fish | from time to time reported adversely on 
to suitable markets during the mackerel the management of the union by the 
season. guardians, but the Board consider that 
‘these reports were fully justified by the 

Mr. WYNDHAM: There is but one | facts. The Board considered it desirable 
steamer at the disposal of the Board. It ‘that the inquiry held should embrace 
is usually employed in carrying fish | also the proposal of the Cavan County 
barrels, timber, cement, fishing nets and | Council to alter the union by adding a 
gear. It also occasionally conveys portion of it to the Cavan Union. The 
members of the Board on tours of in- answer to the last inquiry is in the 
spection, and at other times is employed | affirmative. 


in the work of protecting the fisheries. 
It is not intended to utilise herincarrying Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman think it fair to have the 


fresh fish. 
inquiry conducted by the very inspector 
THE O'BRIEN ESTATE. who has several times reported adversely 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) ; | against this union ? 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he} Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Is it not 
is aware that three years ago the tenants | Major Fair's desire to wipe out this 
on the O’Brien estate, in the townlands | union ? 
of Corglass and Cornakelly, signed agree- 
ments to purchase their holdings at | 
sixteen years of the rental, can he state 
were these agreements lodged with the 
Land Commission, and, if so, what is 
the cause of the delay in carrying out | 
the sale. 


Questions. 


[No answer was returned. ] 


DESECRATION IN DONAGHMORE 
CHURCHYARD. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
_Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No agreements to aware that a memorial wreath placed 
purchase in the case of this estate have by the Irish National Foresters upon the 
been lodged in the Land Commission. —_ grave of John Martin, at Donaghmore 
Churchyard, has been destroyed, and 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INQUIRIES IN what steps the police have taken to 
COUNTY CAVAN—MAJOR FAIR. bring the persons who committed this 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask act to justice. 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can’ Mr. WYNDHAM: The wreath was 
state (1) on what grounds Major Fair removed from the grave and the glass 
was selected to hold the inquiry into case enclosing the wreath was destroyed. 
the proposed amalgamation of Granard The grave was not, however, injured. 
Union, (2) whether he is aware that, The police are making every effort to 
since his appointment as inspector of trace the offenders. 


this Union, Major Fair has persistently 
found fault with the management by) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it a fact 


the guardians, (3) whether any report that part of the wreath was hung outside 
was received by the Local Government the door of the Protestant clergymans 
Board from him advising the Board to, house, presumably as a protest against 
add the question of amalgamation to his allowing the demonstration in the 
that of separating the five Cavan divi-| graveyard ? 


sions from the Granard Union, (and 4) 
whether some opportunity will be) Mr. WYNDHAM: I was not aware 


afforded to those who oppose the amal- of that. 
gamation of placing their views before 
the Local Government Board before a | 
decision is come to. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTONE (Bel- 
‘fast, S.): How about the Union Jack 
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being hauled down at the instance of the | were inflicted under the Truck Acts in the 
Irish National Foresters ? case of Deane v. Boyle ; that by a ruling 
of the High Court in the case of Squire 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That | v. Sweeney this decision of the magis- 
does not arise out of the question on the | trates at the Ardara Petty Sessions was 
Paper. |found to be illegal, and in consequence 
| the £40 fines were remitted, and repaid 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is a/| to the defendant on 11th March, 1901 ; 
case of desecrating a graveyard, and not | and that an application to the Lord Lieu- 


a question of the Union Jack. }tenant of Ireland, on 2nd April, 1901, 
for the £4 costs of prosecution inflicted 
EMIGRATION FROM IRELAND. 'on the defendant, was refused on the 


Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.) :| ground that the Lords Justices in re- 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the|mitting the fines imposed upon the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he defendant made no order respecting the 
vill state the number of emigrants who costs; can he explain why the Irish 
kft Queenstown and Moville respectively | Executive did not make an order for the 
for the States or the Colonies during the remittance of these costs as well as of the 
months of May, June, and July, 1901, | fines, seeing that the costs were part of 
and the number for the corresponding | the penalties inflicted, and will steps be 
months of last year. ‘taken to secure the repayment to the 
defendant of the £4 costs of prosecution. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of | 
emigrants who left Queenstown and| Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no legal 
Moville in May, June, and July, 1901, | power in the Executive to order a re- 
were 7,911 and 1,121 respectively. In| mission of the costs in this case. 
the same period of 1900 the numbers | 
were 11,165 and 1,119 respectively—a | LIMERICK POOR RATE COLLECTORS. 
reduction in the former period as com-- Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
pared with the latter of 26 per cent. 'W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

. ‘the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
IRISH UNION AMALGAMATION. —s aware that poor rate collectors in the 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg county of Limerick are required by the 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Local Government Board to execute a 
lieutenant of Ireland whether he is new bond with the county council, one 
aware that an opinion exists amongst! of the clauses of which obliges the col- 
the boards of guardians in Ireland that’ lectors at the end of each year to assume 
amalgamation of unions would be con-, as a private debt any uncollected item 
ducive to saving of the rates, and_ of rates; can he state what is the necessity 
whether he will inquire the opinion of for the same in view of the fact that 
the Local Government Board inspectors since the passing of the Local Govern- 
on this matter. /ment Act they executed a bond giving 

‘the necessary security; and will he 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The general ques- | direct the Local Government Board not 

tion of the amalgamation of unions is to require the collectors to enter into 
¢ngaging the attention of the Board, and | this second bond. 

the opinions of the inspectors will be | 

iscertained and considered. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The question is 

‘based on a misapprehension. Under 

TRUCK ACT PROSECUTIONS IN | the County Poor Rate Collectors No. 2 

IRELAND. | Order a collector may be required by his 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to council to enter into a bond to lodge, by 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | a given date, the entire amount included 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| in his warrant, whether collected or not. 
aware that on 14th December, 1897, at| The form of the bond is not prescribed, 
the Ardara Petty Sessions, county | but is submitted to the Local Govern- 
Donegal, fines amounting to £40, ment Board for approval as each case 
together with £4 costs of the prosecution, | arises. Where a collector lodges the full 
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amount of his warrant, and has not col- 
lected certain items of rate, he can only 
recover these items as private debts, and 
consequently cannot distrain for them | 
under his warrant. The Order was 
framed at the request of certain county | 
councils, and has been very generally 
adopted by the councils in preference to 
the No. 1 Order, under which a collector 
only lodges rates actually collected by | 
him. 


Questions. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL BOARD’S 
REPORT. 
Mr. MOORE: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if the Report of the 
Agricultural Board, Ireland, for the 
year ending 31st March, 1901, may be_ 
expected before the rising of Parliament, 
and if there is any reason for the delay 
in its publication; if he can state the 
aggregate amount of the grants made 
by the Board in respect of agricultural 
purposes during the year ending 31st 
March to the counties of Antrim, Down, | 
Derry, and Armagh, and also for like | 
purposes the aggregate to the province of , 
Connaught, and also the aggregate | 
amounts raised or guaranteed locally in | 
those counties for such purposes, and 
alsv in the province of Connaught. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report is 
rapidly approaching completion; the 
greater part of it is in the press, but it 
cannot be issued before the prorogation. 
This fact will not, however, prevent its | 
publication during the recess. The | 
delay, which is unavoidable, is incidental 
to the issue of the first Report of an | 
important Department of the State. The | 
aggregate amount of the agricultural | 
grants made by the Department, con- 
ditionally, in the past year to the four | 
counties named was £1,973, and to the | 
province of Connaught £1,660. The | 
local contributions guaranteed from the 
rates amount to £4,008 in the case of the 
four counties mentioned. and to £2,800 
in the case of Connaught. 


ROAD MAINTENANCE IN ARMAGH. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the county surveyor of 
Armagh keeps great part of the roads 
of that county in his own hands ; that 
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dissatisfaction prevails in consequence 
of the state of repair of these portions; 
and that two bridges are at present 
undergoing repair, so that access to 
Cullyhanna church and graveyard is 
rendered practically impossible ; whether 
he will undertake to procure an account 
of the way in which the money has been 
spent on these roads; and whether he 
will instruct the Local Government 
Board to send an engineer to inspect 
them and report on them with a view 


to their improvement. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board has no information on the 
first paragraph, and no complaint has 
been made to the Board in the matter. 
In the event of a formal complaint being 
made by a rural district council, that the 
county council has failed to keep the 
roads in proper repair, an appeal would 
lie to the Board under Section 82 (3) of 
the Local Government Act, 1898. The 
Board has no power to take action such 
as suggested in the second and third 
paragraphs. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Is it not 
the fact that where direct labour has been 
employed in the south of Ireland under 


‘the surveyor" it has given the greatest 


satisfaction ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe it has in 
most cases. 


MONAGHAN ASSISTANT COUNTY 
SURVEYORS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that at a special 
meeting of the County Council of Mona- 
ghan it was resolved that deputies should 
be appointed to the assistant county sur- 
veyors, by which the duties of the assist- 
ant county surveyors would not be in- 
creased from the time of the Grand Jury; 
whether he can state if the County 
Council of Monaghan appoint deputies 
to the assistant county surveyors, the 
Local Government Board will allow the 
salaries to remain at £80 per annum, as 
was paid to the assistant county surveyors 
during the time of the Grand Jury. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
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am advised that it would not be com- 
petent for the county council to appoint 
deputies to the assistant surveyors 
otherwise than in cases of illness or in- 
capacity. 


HOUSE VALUATIONS IN KERRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a copy 
of a resolution unanimously passed by 
the Kerry County Council on the 8th 
instant, which states that the valuations 
of houses have been raised from £8 to £20, 
and from £8 to £26, and also from £2 
to £11 ; whether he will make inquiries 
into these statements ; and whether he 


can state under what rules the Com- | 


missioner of Valuation acts in deciding 
that valuation on small improvements 


shall be increased by 300 to 500 per cent. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioner | 
of Valuation informs me that valuations | 


in Kerry were made on the same basis 
and under the same rules as all other 
valuations in Ireland. When cases are 
brought before the Commissioner by 
the local authorities a revision of the 
valuation on the principles laid down 
in the Valuation Acts is made. A 
deduction of some 30 per cent. is given 
in Kerry to make the new valuations 
relative to the old. In every case there | 
is an appeal to quarter sessions. | 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how it is these increases 
have been made on old buildings, as, 
stated in the question ? 


| 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; if the 

parties concerned are dissatisfied with | 

the interpretation placed on the law by 

the Commissioner, there is a judicial 
appeal against his decision. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the case was taken 
before the county court judge, who 
upset the Commissioner’s valuation, 
but that the Commissioner then appealed 
to a higher court and got the county 
court judge’s decision upset ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I was not aware 
of that. 





In reply to a further question by Mr. 
T. M. Heaty— 


{15 AuGcust 1901} 
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| Mr. 


| WYNDHAM said the Select 
|Committee, the appointment of which 
-he promised when introducing the 
| Valuation Bill, would inauire fully into 
| all these matters. 


| Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
| Gentleman allow the Kerry County 
|Council to appoint an independent 


| valuer ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I can in no way 
‘interfere in the matter or impugn the 
| judicial acts of the Commissioner. 
‘CLERKS TO IRISH CLERKS OF THE 
| CROWN AND PEACE. 

| Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
‘Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
,of Ireland whether, under the 9th 
section of the County Officers and Courts 
(Ireland) Act, 1877, providing that 
clerks in the offices of Clerks of the 
Crown and Peace should hold office 
‘during the pleasure of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, any, and, if so, how many appoint- 
ments have been made; whether any 
' clerks employed in such offices have been 
dismissed without the sanction of the 
Lord Chancellor; and, if so, can he 
explain why they were deprived of the 
security of tenure afforded by that 
section. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Only two clerks 
have been appointed under the pro- 
visions of the 9th section of the Act 
referred to. One of these gentlemen 
retired some time ago and the other is 
still in office. 


CAPPAMORE NATIONAL SCHOOL 
TEACHER. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain why the teacher of Cappamore 
National School, county Limerick, though 
he was classed second division of first 
class under the old rules, and has given 
thirty-five years service, and the attend- 
ance of whose school is sufficient to 
warrant payment of first grade salary, 
has his salary now fixed at £2 less than 
the initial salary of his grade; and 
whether steps will be taken to give him, 
not only the initial salary of his grade, 
but also some portion of the increments 


ito which his long service entitles him. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The average in- 
come of this teacher for the three years 
ended 31st March, 1900, slightly ex- 
ceeded £128, and his consolidated salary 
was fixed provisionally at £129. First 
class and first grade are not identical, as 
appears to be assumed in the question. 
The triennial increments of continued 
good service salary are introduced under 
the new system of payments for service 
rendered after 1st April, 1900. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGE SCHEMES AT 
CORK. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has now con- 
sidered the correspondence which has 
been brought under his notice relative 
to the application of William Kelly for 
a labourer’s cottage on the lands of 
Garravaugh-Inches, in the _ electoral 
division of Carrigrohanebeg, Cork Rural 
District Council; and, having regard 
to the fact that it was supported by the 


landlord of the proposed site and by the | 


district councillor for the division, and 
in view of the nature of the opposition 
of the occupiers, the Ballincollig Powder 
Mills Company, and of the rejection by 
the Local Government Board inspector 
of Kelly’s representation paper, will he 
recommend a reconsideration of this 
man’s application with a view to his 
getting a labourer’s cottage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have considered 
the correspondence which the hon. 
Member has been good enough to send 


me. The Provisional Order in respect | 
of the eight cottages sanctioned was | 


issued on the 9th instant. It will, of 
course, be open to the Rural District 
Council to allocate one of these cottages 
to Kelly, if he is considered an agricultural 
labourer in urgent need of a sanitary 
dwelling ; or, if the cottages have all 
been appropriated, the council may 
propose to build a cottage for him on 


another site when a fresh scheme is | 


being formulated. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this inspector’s 
decisions have over and over again 
caused a great deal of dissatisfaction ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
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IRISH ASYLUM TRADE ‘WARDERS. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary tothe 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that trade warders in Irish asylums have 
to go on duty in the divisions after their 
ordinary day’s work at their trade is 
finished ; and will he, with a view to the 
protection of the health of the warders, 
and to prevent discontent, give such 
directions as will prevent the continuance 
of this system. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is a matter 
entirely within the control of the com- 
mittees of management of district asy- 
lums, and I have no power to give such 
directions as are suggestion. 


Mr. FIELD: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman use his influence to have 
earried out the suggestion contained in 
the question ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no power 
to do that. We are often criticised for 
‘interfering with the work of local 
‘bodies, and where Ihave no power to 
act I do not intend to attempt it. 


DIRECT LABOUR ON IRISH ROADS. 
Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 





Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
\of Ireland if he can state what steps 
must be taken by the county and district 
| councils in Ireland to enable them to put 
|in operation the Provisional Order 
‘legalising direct labour on the roads on 
|the Ist day of April next. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The steps to be 
taken by county and district councils 
will be fully set forth in a circular letter 
to these bodies which is now in course 
of preparation, and will shortly be 
issued. A copy of this circular will be 
sent to the hon. Member. 


| 





KERRY LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
| W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
|the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
jhe is aware that cases have been listed 
' for hearing in the Land Courts in Kerry 
for over two years ; can he explain the 
cause of the delay ; and will he take steps 
_to prevent the worry and expense to the 
| farmers which this delay causes. 





941 


MR. 
Sub-C 
€ases 
the o1 
to 31: 
civeer 
inspec 
will | 
missic 
tion. 
Kerry 


MR. 
to asl 
Lieut 
intere 
questi 
view 
the D 
young 
piers 
eost « 


prope 


MR 
once s 
due ti 
estatic 
counc 
to in 
operal 
motin 
scher 
by th 
not pl 
sugge 
cludec 
in re 
guara 


PROC 


Mr. 
ask t 
Lieuté 
tion ] 
public 
nary 
Ather 
last, v 
local 
wheth 
the o 
and y 
exerci 
ings ¢ 
count: 


940 


N.) : 
the 
rare 
ave 
heir 
2 js 
the 
ers, 
uch 
nce 


tter 
om- 
asy- 
uch 


ave 
1 in 


wer 

for 
ocal 
' to 


S. 

the 
ant 
Leps 
rict 
put 
der 
; on 


be 
icils 
tter 
irse 
be 


| be 


rry, 
y to 
cher 
sted 
ITY 
the 
Leps 
the 








941 Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A sitting of the 
Sub-Commission for the hearing of 126 
eases from the Kerry district, in which 
the originating notices were served prior 
to 3lst March, 1900, was held at Cahir- 
civeen on the 18th June last. The 
inspection of the holdings in these cases 
will be resumed by the assistant com- 
missioners immediately after the vaca- 
tion. A further list for the county 
Kerry will shortly be issued. 


FORESTRY IN IRELAND. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, in view of the 
interest taken all over Ireland in the 
question of re-afforesting, will he, with a 
view of promoting this object, advise 
the Department of Agriculture to supply 
young trees of different species to occu- 
piers and owners of land in Ireland free of 
«ost on condition that such trees are 
properly planted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have more than 
once stated that the Department hopes, in 
due time, to take up the work of re-affor- 
estation in conjunction with the county 
councils. The councils are empowered 
to include provision for tree planting 
operations in the schemes they are pro- 
moting under the Act of 1899, and these 
schemes, if approved, will be subsidised 
by the Department. The Department is 
not prepared, however, to take the action 
suggested in the question, as it is pre- 
cluded from applying its funds to schemes 
in respect of which aid is not locally 
guaranteed. 


PROCLAIMED MEETING IN GALWAY. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that a 
public meeting, summoned in the ordi- 
nary way, at a place called Cahererin, 
Athenry, county Galway, for Sunday 
last, was sought to be suppressed by the 
local district inspector ; can he state 
whether a proclamation was issued on 
the occasion forbidding the meeting ; 
and whether the police are entitled to 
exercise the power of suppressing meet- 
Ings at their own will throughout the 
country. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The meeting re- 
ferred to was announced to be held at 
Monatigue, and as the police had good 
reasons for believing that the object of 
the meeting was to intimidate the occu- 
pier of a particular holding, the Govern- 
ment decided that the meeting should not 
be permitted at this place. The pro- 
moters were warned to this effect. No 
proclamation was issued, as none was 
necessary. A meeting, which was not 
interfered with, was held elsewhere. 


Mr. DUFFY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that a large number 
of tenants in this locality wished to 
prevent the sale by the Land Commission 
of a grazing farm over their heads to a 
big grazier ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They could have 
taken no step more likely to defeat their 
object than to hold an intimidatory 
meeting in the neighbourhood. 


Mr. DUFFY: What other remedy 
had they ? 


AGRARIAN DISTURBANCES IN SLIGO. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the proceedings 
of Ballymote (county Sligo) Petty Ses- 
sions, held on 8th August, when charges 
arising out of alleged agrarian disturb- 
ances which were brought by the 
police against John Gilmartin, Vice- 
Chairman of the Sligo District Council, 
were heard and the cases dismissed by 
the court; and whether he will insist 
on being supplied by the police authori- 
ties with accurate information in matters 
of this kind in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case against 
Mr. Gilmartin was heard before a bench 
consisting of two resident magistrates 
and seven justices of the peace, four of 
whom are not in the habit of attending 
at Ballymote Petty Sessions. The evi- 
dence given fully sustained the charge 
preferred against Mr. Gilmartin, but a 
majority of the bench decided upon dis- 
missing the case. I have no reason 
whatever, in view of the decision in this 
case, to question the accuracy of the 
information supplied to me by the police. 
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Mr. O’DOWD: Was not the only 
offence charged against Mr. Gilmartin 
that he had a party at his house? 


SERGEANT SHERIDAN’S 7CONDUCT— 
CASE OF DANIEL MAGOOHAN. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the result 
of the inquiries into the case of Daniel 
Magoohan, of  Ballinamore, South 
Leitrim, who was convicted at the Sligo 
Winter Assizes on the evidence of a 
police sergeant, named Sheridan, who 
has been since dismissed from the Royal 
Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Substantial com- 
pensation will be awarded to this man. 


RABIES IN IRELAND. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether, 
seeing that there have been only two 
outbreaks of rabies in Ireland during 
the year 1901, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of withdrawing the Order pre- 
venting dogs crossing and _ recrossing 
the Channel. 


*Mr. HANBURY : The Order does not 
prevent dogs from crossing the Channel 
and coming to this country. It imposes 
certain conditions which, as the last 
case of rabies only occurred in April last, 
I do not yet think it safe to modify. 


Mr. FIELD: The right hon Gentle- 
man has not answered the latter part of 
my question. Will he withdraw the 
restriction on the dogs recrossing ? 


*Mr. HANBURY : There is no restric- 
tion on their leaving this country, it is 
only on their coming into it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman hold out any hope 
that the restriction will be speedily 
removed ? 


*Mr. HANBURY: I cannot say 
speedily. A reasonable period of time 
must be allowed to elapse to make 
sure the country is free from disease. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: In view of the 
approaching coursing season, will the 
restrictions be removed for greyhounds ? 
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were made and have been taken advan- 
tage of. 


SLIGO HARBOUR LIGHTS. 


ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that petitions signed 
by shipmasters and others calling for the 
establishment of lights at Bowmore, a 
point at the entrance to Sligo Harbour, 
have been forwarded to the Irish Lights 
Commissioners, and have been ignored 
by that body, and, seeing that from want 
of those lights a steamer with 200 
passengers on board failed to enter the 
harbour during a storm last winter and 
almost got wrecked, whether he will use 
his influence with the Commissioners 
with the view of having these lights 
established. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In reply 
to a similar question put by the hon. 
Member for South Sligo on Monday last, 
I stated that the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights had informed the Board of Trade 
that they were of opinion that the lights 
asked for at Bowmore were purely for 
local benefit, and should not be established 
at the cost of the general lighthouse 
fund. 


BANTRY BAY FORESHORE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can explain why the undertaking 
given by his predecessor in the late 
Ministry that the Crown would not 
alienate foreshores without public adver- 
tisement has been departed from in the 
case of the Bantry estate, and whether, 
as the conveyance was only made in 
1898, and would have to be produced 
in court in the case of any action for 
trespass, he could see his way to lay it 
upon the Table or permit its inspection. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As far as 
I am aware, no pledge given by my pre- 
decessor in the late Ministry has been 
broken. It is the practice of the Board 
of Trade to advertise in cases of open sale 
or lease of foreshore for works public or 
private. The conveyance to the Bantry 
trustees was not of this description. It 
was merely a conveyance to quiet the 
title of the parties subject to preservation 





Mr. M‘KILLOP (Sligo, N.): I beg to: 





945 
of | 
held 
I an 


beer 
tion 


M 
Pres 
of t 
the 
Mr. 
appl 
sanc 
no { 
give 
whe 
wit] 
can 
the 


M 
Be a 
reco 
to 
mac 
peri 
Cre 
that 
cree 
take 
hap 
Gen 
witl 


M 
sold 
is O1 


AY 
ask 


N 
heg 
Tra 
mat 
nec 
bell 
ent: 
and 
Cha 
in t 
the 
Lou 
atla 
Lig 
rep! 
buo 








944 


ptions. 


ndvan- 


eg to. 
Trade 
signed 
or the 
ore, a 
rbour, 
Lights 
mored 
. want 
. 200 
or the 
Tr and 
ill use 
ioners 
lights 


reply 

hon. 
r last, 
Irish 
[rade 
ights 
y for 
ished 
Louse 


¢ the 
‘ther 
king 
late 
not 
lver- 
the 
her, 
> in 
iced 
for 
y it 


ras 
pre- 
een 
ard 
sale 
or 
try 
It 
the 
ion 





held a good adverse title to the Crown. 
I am informed that the deed which has 
been enrolled in Ireland is open to inspec- 
tion on the usual terms. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, in view 
of the fact that a couple of years before 
the Crown sold the Bantry foreshore to 
Mr. Leigh White they replied to an 
application for permission to build a 
sandquay by Mr. John McCarthy that 
no further grant of foreshore would be 
given for private purposes in Bantry ; 
whether this correspondence and that 
with Mr. White can be published, and 
can he state what is the explanation of 
the change in the Board’s policy. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade are unable to trace any 
record of the sale by them of foreshore 
to Mr. Leigh White. An application was 
made in 1896 by Mr. John McCarthy for 
permission to construct a quay in Bantry 
Creek, but was refused on the ground 
that no further encroachments on the 
ereek could be permitted unless under- 
taken for public purposes. I shall be 
happy to show the hon. and learned 
Gentleman a copy of the correspondence 
with Mr.McCarthy. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then who was it 
sold to? Was it to Lord Ardilaun, who 
is only a trustee of the estate ? 


ask for notice of that. 


LOUGH FOYLE LIGHTS. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether representations have been 
made to the Irish Lights Board as to the 
necessity for the erection of a gas and 
bell buoy at the Tuns Banks at the 
entrance to Lough Foyle from owners 
and captains of Transatlantic and cross- 
Channel steamers and others interested. 
in the port of Londonderry ; and, with | 
the view of encouraging the use of 
Lough Foyle as a port of call for Trans- 
atlantic steamers, whether the Irish 
Lights Board intend to give effect to the 
representations so made, and have the | 
buoy erected. 


| 









Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must 
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of public rights. The Bantry trustees! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 


formed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that they have received applica- 
‘tions for the substitution of a gas-lighted 
| bell buoy for the buoy at present marking 
the Tuns Bank, and that the matter is 
under consideration. 


' TRISH LADY’S ESTATE IN MADRID. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
‘ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
in the case of an Irish lady (Miss Mary 
Teresa Barry) who died in Madrid on 
the 15th June, 1899, leaving considerable 
property in that city, a Dublin solicitor, 
acting for the next of kin, communicated 
with Sir H. M. Durand, British Ambas- 
sador at Madrid, so far back as 29th 
\ June last asking for information about 
the property of the deceased, and sub- 
sequently cabled requesting a reply, and 
offering to defray the expense of pro- 
curing the information, and that no 
reply has yet been given; whether he 
can say if Sir H. M. Durand received 
such communications; and, if so, why 
he did not reply; and will he see that 
Sir H. M. Durand, or the person whose 
duty it is to interest himself for the pro- 


‘tection of the property of British subjects 


in Madrid, will give immediate attention 


' to this matter. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Nothing 
is known at the Foreign Office of the 


_ matter to which the hon. Member refers, 


but Sir H. M. Durand will be communi- 
cated with, and requested to report. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Why did 


you not telegraph to the persons con- 


cerned and get an answer direct ? 


Viscount CRANBORNE: We shall 
hear through the ambassador. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I will put 


the question down again to-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT AUDITS IN IRELAND. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


jask the Secretary to the Treasury 
'whether, seeing that officers in the 
‘department of the Comptroller and 


Auditor General are permanently em- 
ployed auditing public accounts at 
Devonport Dockyard, and as Dublin is 
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not much further from London than | accounts, are already kept at Dublin; 
Devonport, he can say in what respect it | but, inasmuch as the postal orders cir- 
would be less convenient to have audit | culating in the three kingdoms are of a 
‘office officials permanently employed in! uniform series, they must all be issued 
Dublin ; and whether this matter will | from London, and the paid orders must 
be more fully considered, with a view to be finally checked there. 

giving Ireland a proportionate part of 

the expenditure under the Exchequer | DONEGAL POSTAL SERVICE. 

and Audit Vote. : Mr. O’DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The Secretary to the Treasury, as_repre- 
expense and store accounts of the Navy | senting the Postmaster General, whether 


are examined by officers at the Ex- | ny rearrangement of the North Donegal 
chequer and Audit Department stationed (East Innishowen District) postal service 
at Devonport, Portsmouth, and Chatham, has been made, or is in contemplation, 
because of the necessity for constant consequent upon the extension of the 
reference to current books and records Londonderry and Lough Swilly Railway 
which could not be spared to send to to Carndonagh and, if so, can he state 
London. Similarly, certain portions of What the arrangement is ; and whether 
the Irish accounts, such as public educa- before entering into any new contract 
tion, General Post Office, and others, are | for the conveying of the mails by car, 
examined periodically in Dublin in order tenders will be invited publicly from 
to avoid the inconvenience of transmit- car owners resident in the district. 
‘ting to London the local records neces- 
sary for their examination. The ordi- I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 
nary accounts of receipt and expenditure Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
of the Irish Departments, with the General, whether representations have 
necessary supporting vouchers, are for- been received by the Post Office autho- 
warded to, and examined at, Somerset rities on behalf of the inhabitants of 
House, where the duties of his officers Malin Head district, county of Donegal, 
are more conveniently performed under requesting him to extend the existing 
the direct supervision of the Comptroller mail car service to that district by 
and Auditor General. ' arranging for a Sunday service ; whether, 
seeing that the Buncrana and Carn- 
IRISH POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. donagh Railway extension is now open to 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to traffic, the mail car service from Derry to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as Carndonagh will be discontinued and 
representing the Postmaster General, the mails carried in future by the railway, 
whether, seeing that the Irish Money and whether, in placing the new — 
Order (Post Office) Accounts are kept in | tract for a mail car service from Carn- 
Dublin, he will explain in what respect |donagh to Malin Head, the Postmaster 
it would be less convenient to have Irish General will arrange for a Sunday 
savings bank and postal order accounts | service. 


kept also in Dublin. : 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The The Postmaster General will cause 
chief inconvenience which would arise | inquiry to be made respecting the postal 
from keeping Irish Savings Bank service to Carndonagh, Malin Head, 
accounts in Dublin, while dealing with | and the East Innishowen District (North 
the English and Scotch accounts in | Donegal), and an answer shall be sent 
London, would be that there would be to the hon. Member as soon as possible 
trouble and delay in making deposits and | on the various matters to which he refers. 
withdrawals at post offices in England | 
and Scotland in respect of accounts Mr. O’DOHERTY: Can the hon. 
opened in Ireland, and vice versa. The! Gentleman give me an assurance that if 
postal order accounts between the Post-| this car service is rearranged tenders 
master General and postmasters in Ire- | will be publicly invited from local car 
Jand, like the similar money order owners ? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
understood the hon. Member to ask 
for the abolition of the car service. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Oh, no. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Well, the Postmaster General will inquire 
into the whole matter. 


CAVAN AND MONAGHAN MAILS. 


Mr. DALY : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
of the desire of the people of Shercock, 
county Cavan, and parts of county 
Monaghan, that the mail cars from 


Shercock to Carrickmacross should leave | 


the former town in time to catch the 
6.13 p.m. train leaving Carrickmacross ; 
and if he will agree to the terms of the 
memorial received on this matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As | 


explained in a letter addressed to the 
hon. Member yesterday, the alteration 
which he suggests in the time fixed for 
the departure of the mail car from 
Shercock for Carrickmacross would pro- 
bably give rise to complaint ; and the 
Postmaster General is not justified, 


therefore, in sanctioning the change | 


unless evidence is adduced to show that 
the persons affected are practically 
unanimous in desiring it. 


NORTH KERRY MAILS. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that public inconvenience is being 
caused to the inhabitants in and around 
Ballyduff, North Kerry, by the fact 
that there is no delivery of mails on 
Sunday ; and seeing that the surround- 
ing towns of Lixnaw, Kilflyn, Bally- 
heigue, and Causeway in the immediate 
neighbourhood now enjoy the advantage 
of Sunday delivery of mails, whether 
he will grant a delivery of mails through- 
out the district of Ballyduff on Sundays. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General will cause 
inquiry to be made as to the possibility 
of establishing a Sunday post to Bally- 
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duff, North Kerry, and the result shall 
be communicated to the hon. Member 
as soon as possible. 


Mr. FLAVIN: i beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that there is no delivery 
of mails at Asdee, North Kerry, between 
Saturday, 11 a.m., and the following 
Monday, 11 a.m.; and, having regard 
to the consequent inconvenience to the 
public, whether steps will be taken 
by the Post Office authorities to remedy 
this state of affairs by a better and more 
frequent delivery of the mails. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There is no delivery at Asdee between 
Saturday morning and Monday morning. 
The Postmaster General has directed 
inquiry to be made whether the circum- 
stances admit of the establishment of a 
Sunday delivery, and will communicate 
further with the hon. Member when the 
inquiries are completed. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it not the fact that 
in some parts of Kerry the mails are not 
delivered 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Within the time stated—yes. 


LONDONDERRY RAILWAY STATION. 


Dr. THOMPSON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if his attention 
has been called to the existing station 
accommodation at Londonderry of the 
Lough Swilly Railway Company; and 
whether, considering that this company 
has had handed over to it the two Govern- 
ment railways—namely, to Burton Port 
and Carndonagh—His Majesty's Govern- 
ment will see that suitable station build- 
ings shall be erected without unnecessary 
delay at Londonderry. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Londonderry station of the Lough 
Swilly Company is the property of that. 
Company, and the Board of Works have 
no jurisdiction enabling them to call for 
the erection of new buildings, or for the 
alteration or improvement of existing 
buildings at it. Their agreements with 








the Lough Swilly Company in connection. 
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with the Letterkenny, Carndonagh, and | and Limerick trains are often compelled 

Burton Port lines give them no power to | to leave before the mail arrives ? 

interfere in the matter. The existing | 

buildings are not, so far as the Board are | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 

aware, dilapidated or in bad repair. ‘replied that the arrangements made 
| were believed to be for the public con- 


DUBLIN-TIPPERARY MAIL DELAYS. venience. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I seis 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | Mr. F at IN: Why rn eer the 
as representing the Postmaster General, premorn f Je a . pen > 9 ‘ae 
whether he is aware that the delivery of | “™¢™C* “unction as they used to 
the morning mails in Tipperary, Bansha,|_, | *, 
and Cahir’ has, on several’ occasions, , MR. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


recently, been four hours late owing to | I must have notice of that. - 


the mail trains missing connection at the ae 
‘Limerick Junction, and whether he will Mr. FLAVIN: Next year. 
have such steps taken as will prevent a | 

recurrence of those delays which cause | 
inconvenience to traders and business | 


men generally. 


CAVAN AND LEITRIM RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 
Mr. M‘'GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
N | Senting the Postmaster General, is he 
It Ee aus ie he, goal | aware that the Post Office authorities 


refers to the delay of mails leaving |‘ the year 1892 offered the Cavan 


ty . and Leitrim Railway Company parcels 
Dublin in me Siete a t = oo rates for the conveyance of the mails 
master General regrets hy i ae pes over their line of railway; that the 
recent so a Ba . ie cal weight of the mails carried has increased 
GS eee een Tr the onan n | ftom 106 owt. in 1893 to 151 owt. 3 gra 
‘Cahir, owing to in 1900, and that the amount of the 
subsidy paid by the Post Office to the 
company for carrying the mails is only 
£30; and, seeing that the company, 


if paid parcels rates, would be entitled 





between mail trainsat Limerick Junction. 
The principal cause of the delay has been | 
the very heavy tourist traffic for Ireland | 
by the night mail cag from enimcse 
e railway company have on severa 3 
ct we lle i aay to run this 4 = — Hy i on ¥ henae, 
train to Holyhead in two parts, and as | these mails, wi e postal authorities 
Semin Se y : ‘,] | consent to give parcels rates in future, 
the mail packet has to await the arrival or eave this seeds 40 bs onda to the 
of the second part, it could not be des- | is ekaien: der a's ‘withgers 
patched until considerably after the nn. gg — en we 
appointed time. The London and North : 
Western Railway Company have been | 
urged to take all possible measures for, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
ensuring punctuality ; and inquiry shall The circumstances under which the 
be made whether any arrangement Cavan and Leitrim Railway Company 
is practicable for reducing the delay in| were some years ago offered payment 
arrival at the places mentioned, when the | for the conveyance of a few mail bags 
mail train is despatched late from Dublin. | at parcel rates have already been ex- 
‘plained to the hon. Member. There 
Mr. CULLINAN: Can the Govern- | has been an increase in the weight of the 
ment, which subsidises the company for mails forwarded over this line since 1893, 
carrying the mails, insist on punctuality § and the Postmaster General on several 
_ occasions has offered to increase the pay- 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it not| ment for the service from £30 to £40 
the fact that the Post Office required a year. He would, however, not be 
the morning train to wait forty-five justified in making any advance upon 
minutes at Kingsbridge, whereas at | the latter amount. The hon. Member, 
Limerick Junction it is only kept twenty | as a director of the company, is, of course, 
minutes, and that hence the Waterford — that it is open to them to appeal 
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to the Railway Commissioners to fix the 
amount of payment. 


IRISH HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can state who represents 
Ireland upon the Historical Manuscripts 
Commission, and if the representative 
of Ireland on that Commission has a 
knowledge of the Irish tongue; and, 
whether either the Record Commission 
or the Historical MSS. Commission 
propose to publish any of the Irish MSS. 
and State Papers in the Bodleian Library, 
the Library of Trinity College, Dublin, 
and the Royal Irish Academy ; and 
if the authorities of any of these insti- 
tutions have as yet been approached 
on this subject by either of these Com- 
missions. 


THE FIRST LORD or toe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.) 
said Ireland was represented on the 
Historical Manuscripts Commission by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Dublin University (Mr. Lecky). 
Whether his right hon. friend had 
knowledge of the Irish tongue he could 
not say, but he was quite sure the interest 
of students of Irish history would be safe 
in his hands. What they should publish 
was a matter for the discretion of the 
Commissioners. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman take steps 
to appoint a gentleman thoroughly 
acquainted with the Irish language ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
interests of Ireland are quite safe in the 
hands of the right hon. Gentleman the 
present member for Dublin University. 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
consider the advisability of transferring 
to the Department of Agriculture in 
Ireland the control of the work performed 
in Ireland by the Geological Survey 
under the direction of the Committee 
of Council on Education in England. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am advised 
it is not considered desirable that the 
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survey of the United Kingdom should be 
conducted by more than one department 
at the same time. 


PERSONAL PROPERTY (CONTRIBUTIONS 
TO LOCAL TAXATION). 

Mr. STRACHEY : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government will grant the Return 
relating to personal Property (contribu- 
tions to Local Taxation), standing on 
to-day’s Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
objection to the Return desired by the 
hon. Member, but as 1am informed that, 
so far as the colonial information is 
concerned, much of it is to be found in 
the evidence published by the Local 
Taxation Commission, I would suggest 
that my hon. friend should consult the 
Secretary to that Royal Commission as 
to the precise form of the Return. 


THE HAGUE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. CREMER: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
precise terms of the convention agreed 
to at The Hague Conference, also a list 
of the countries that took part in the 
conference; which of the countries 
there represented have since ratified the 
convention and appointed representa- 
tives upon the tribunal, together with the 
names of the representatives who have 
been appointed; and whether the 
tribunal is now definitely constituted 
and ready to commence its duties. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The three 
conventions signed at The Hague— 
namely (1) relating to arbitration ; 
(2) to the laws and customs of war by 
land; and (3) to maritime warfare— 
together with the countries which took 
part in the conference, will be found 
in Parliamentary Paper, Miscellaneous, 
No. 1, 1899 (C9,534). The first men- 
tioned has not yet been ratified by China 
or Turkey, while the ratifications of the 
United States, Roumania, and Servia 
are subject to certain reservations. 
The second was not signed by Switzer- 
land or China, and has not yet been rati- 
fied by the United States, Sweden, Nor- 
way, and Turkey. The third has not yet 
been ratified by China or by Turkey. 
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If and when these accessions and ratifi- 
cations are completed, the conventions 
will again be laid before Parliament 
in the “ Treaty” series. Of the coun- 
tries represented at the conference, all 
have appointed representatives at the 
permanent Court of Arbitration with 
the exception of China, Greece, Luxem- 
burg, Montenegro, Persia, and. Turkey. 
A list of representatives is annexed. 
The answer to the last question is in the 
affirmative. 





PRIVILEGE—THE GLOBE NEWSPAPER 
AND IRISH MEMBERS. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Watertord) : 


I desire to call the attention of the; 


House, as a matter of privilege, to a very 
grave and scandalous libel which was 
published in an evening London news- 
paper yesterday with reference to a large 
body of Members of this House. I 


read the passages of which I complain, 
but perhaps the more convenient course 
would be—and it is a course which has 


been followed on many other occasions— | 
if I, in my own way, state the case and | 
and | 


incidentally read the passages, 
then I will ask that the clerk shall | 
afterwards formally read them at the | 
Table. In bringing this question to the 
attention of the House, I shall be very | 
brief indeed, and for two reasons. | 
First of all, the matter of which I com- | 
plain is so gross and so scandalous in its | 
nature that it will require very few 
words from me to induce the House | 
to declare it a gross breach of its privi- 
leges. In the second place I will be 
brief because it is a matter which con- 
cerns the House of Commons far more 
than my colleagues or myself or any 
particular Members of this House. So 
far as the Irish Members are concerned, 
they have been accustomed—indeed it 
has been a necessary part of their fate— 
for many years to read very strong and 
very abusive attacks upon themselves, 
their characters, and their conduct in 
certain portions of the press of this 
country. These attacks seem to have 
suddenly developed under distinguished 
auspices since the declarations made by 
distinguished persons at Blenheim. 
Those attacks have been of a very 
violent character, but I confess that with 
regard to ninety-nine hundredths of 





{COMMONS} 


) 


propose to ask the clerk at the Table to | utter disregard, perfectly confident that 
|in the future, and assured in my own 
mind it will be found that these 


| attacks will have just as little effect in 


956 
{ these attacks I pass them by absolutely 
with the most utter disregard. But 
they are nothing to be compared with 
the attacks made upon Irish Members 
in the years 1879 and 1880, and they 
are nothing to be compared with the 
libels which were published in those days 
ind reference to Irish Nationalists 


“ Globe” Newspaper. 


in this House. Years have passed over 
|since then, and the Irish Nationalist 
|representation in this House has not 
| suffered by those attacks. Irish repre- 
| sentatives are here to-day, and during 
the years that have intervened since 
the period I have alluded to I think 
everyone will acknowledge that the 
| Irish representatives have been able to 
impress their influence upon the Acts of 
| Parliament passed in this House. So 
far as ordinary political attacks such a 





‘those which were enunciated at Blen- 


| 


heim are concerned, I pass them by with 


injuring the power of an independent 
Nationalist party in this House as the 
attacks which preceded them during 
the whole of the time since the Union. 
The question which I desire to bring 
before the House of Commons is of an 
entirely different character. I do not 
complain in the least of the most violent 
political attacks, and I do not complain 
of the rancorous and somewhat vulgar 
attack which was made by the Colonial 
Secretary at Blenheim. I do not com- 
plain of that attack at all. [An IrIsH 
MemBer: It is characteristic of him.} 
We know him, and we know his past 
connection with Irish politics ; and we 
know perfectly well the value of these 
attacks, and how little reliance is to be 
placed upon them even for a day or a 
month. 


I pass them by, but I feel bound to 
call the attention of the House to the 
article in the Globe newspaper, because 
it is of an entirely different character. 
The accusation in the Globe of yesterday 
is an accusation of personal corruption 
in connection with the private Bill 
legislation of this House. It is a charge 
of personal corruption not brought 
against one Member but against eighty 
Members of this House. An accusation 
of that character cannot be tolerated by 
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the House of Commons for a moment! The same spirit, the same motives that have 


if the House is to retain its respect as a | pray woman Phe asc ~ ei 

ne, . | 1ty, ve made the Nationans rty wha 
national assembly in the eyes of the | itis. Many of those connected with it are the 
public, and if the private Bill tribunals, | very ruck of the population, whose sole object 
which have been the pride and boast of | is a pecuniary one—to makeas much money 
this Parliament, are to continue to | by political aig — ee _ 

“ = ° | nyone who as had any connection wi 
deserve the confidence of the public. | Irish private Bills or corporation contracts and 
Let me now read this article. 


, ; ; I will | franchises across the water can bear ample 
preface my reading of it by saying that testimony to this. It is, therefore, no hard- 
it is an article dealing with the Blenheim | ship to Ireland to reduce the number of these 
declarations and dealing with the sug: | -ppenadmamnimnallll 
gestion in the Blenheim speeches that | Now, I desire to call the attention of the 
there ought to be a reduction of the | House to the fact that this 18 a direct 
Irish Members. I will not go into that | accusation of personal corruption against 
question, because we can fight that eighty Members of this House in con- 
matter out when it arises, and it is a | nection, amongst other things, which | 
question about which I have not the| will pass by, the private Bill legislation 
slightest fear or diffidence. This article | of this Parliament, and it is this allegation 
is headed “ Irish Rowdies.”’ I do not | of personal corruption in connection with 
pay the slightest attention to a statement private Bill matters which is put forward 
of that kind, because I think after the | here as a reason and as an argument for 
speech of the Colonial Secretary at the reduction of Irish representation. 
Blenheim such statements are perfectly | 1 beg the House to bear that point in 
natural. I wish to read two or three Mind for this reason. This newspaper 
passages from this article, which is an| this morning has published another 
argument in favour of the reduction of | article upon this subject, and in the 
the Irish representation. Here is the article to-day they make the statement 
first passage which I complain of, and I | that they never intended to allude to a 


will only read the particular words | single Member of this House at all. They 


which I shall ask the Clerk at the Table | State that when they speak of political 
to read. The article endeavours to | Corruption they speak only of people in 


quote the right hon. Gentleman the | Ireland, and that they have no desire to 


Member for East Fifeas having madesome | Point to Irish Members at all. They are 
declaration in support of the Blenheim | guilty of what I must call something 
policy. I did not see any such declara-| Very nearly approaching in substance 
tion from the right hon. Gentleman, |22d in spirit a deliberate falsehood. 
and probably to this extent it is a libel | What they state to-day is this. They 


upon him. ‘The article goes on to say— | proceed to quote the paragraph which 
| I have now read—that is the paragraph 


speaking about Irish private business, 
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“Mr. Asquith clearly desired to embrace his own 
colleagues in the dictum. It is with gratification 





that the public will recognise in this pronounce- 
ment by a man most probably destined to play 
alarge part in the control of his party a clear 
indication that, for himself, he is at last deter- 
mined to be done with truckling to the Irish 
rabble. That he, in common with all the more 
respectable members of his party, have long held 
such views in their hearts is a recognised fact. 
But it required the recent outrageous behaviour 
of the polit‘cal mercenaries from the sister isle 
to wring from him a public admission of his 
opinions.”* 


The article then goes on to say— 


“Tt is a mistake to suppose that the majority 
of the Irish party are actuated by any real 
national aspirations, or that they care in the 
slightest about the principles they emunciate so 
loudly. On this side of the St. George’s 


Channel we are so unaccustomed to political 
corruption that it seldom occurs to us as an 
explanation of the conduct of our public men. 
But in Ireland the case is wholly different. 


VOL. XCIX. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 


which reads— 


“The same spirit, the same motives, that 
have made Tammany a synonym for political 
obliquity, have made the Nationalist party 
what it is. Many of those connected with it 
are the very ruck of the population, whose sole 
object is a pecuniary one—to make as much 
money by political jobbery and corruption as 
they can. Anyone who has had any connec- 
tion with Irish private Bills or corporation 
contracts and franchises across the water can 
bear ample testimony to this.” 


They quote that, but they omit to quote 
the words which I read at the conclusion, 
which are— 


“Tt is therefore no hardship to Ireland to 
reduce the number of these parasites on her 
national system.” 


To-day in their article they leave those 





concluding words of the paragraph out 
20 
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oi their quotation, and they go on to} any abject appeal for my colleagues or 
say— |myself. Iam simply pointing to a grave 


“ How could these words be held to constitute | scandal affecting this House, and it is for 
gg . ortaag Itis gy, “ag you, who are proud of the traditions of 

i > ence Was 2 > : : 
7 cect yo i: the Nationalist air ns this House, and who love its honour and 
Salen’ ” good name, it is for you to take such 
action as you may think fit. Before | 
| conclude, I want to deal with two other 
points. If I chose I might very easily 
answer this attack by making a counter 
attack upon this paper and those con- 


That is an aggravation of the offence 
instead of being an apology, and it is a 
most dishonest falsehood. They have 
deliberately, in quoting the sentence I 
have complained of, omitted that portion ges 
of the sentence which shows directly that nected with it. For example, the gentle. 
it was concerned with Members of this | ™®" who is responsible for this paper 
House—namely, the paragraph in which | 8 @™@n who appeared in the police court 
they say, ‘‘ Therefore the number of these | n London and was bound over to keep 
men ought to be reduced.” That is the | the peace for six months for an assault 
statement which I complain of. I wish | UP? the police. [An How. MEMBER : 
to point out that this is not brought | No, that was his son.] I am not speaking 
against one man, or even against a whole of his son, but of the reer himself— 
Committee of this House. It is an aceu- | Mr. Madge—the gentleman whois respon- 
sation of personal corruption against | sible for this paper. [An HON. MEMBER : 
eighty Members of the House of} He isthe manager.] The manager, then, 
Commons, and I say again that an| WS bound over to keep the peace for 
accusation of that kind inflicts a grievous | 5!* months for an assault upon the police, 

and this is the gentleman who heads the 


wound upon the honour of this House, ‘el aa: 1“ Trisl 
and, even more than that, it inflicts a | 27UCle which ave quotec _ 


| Ss 
grievous wound upon _ representative | Rowdies. 
government in every part ot the world,| I do not care, however, to develop that 
if it is allowed to stand. If that state- | point, but I just want before I conclude to 
ment be in any sense true, if it be not a | allude shortly to some of the precedents. 
libel, then it means that your private | There are so many precedents upon this 
Bill tribunals, which have been the pride | point that I should not be justified in 
of this House, are corrupt and not to be detaining the House by quoting all of 
trusted, and surely [ am justified in| them, or indeed many of them. Over 
saying that this is a matter which con-| and over again it has been laid down 
cerns the House of Commons and| that accusations of this kind, and even 
Parliament far more than it concerns far less grave than the one I have quoted, 
my colleagues and myself, or any- 'have been held to be grave breaches of 
body else who is attacked. I will say | the privileges of this House. I will only 
very little for my own part and on| allude to one case, which is the only one 
behalf of my colleagues. I leave it now | I recollect which deals with precisely the 
to the House of Commons, and let them | same point which I have raised. The 
do as they like about it. very last occasion when an accusation of 
I have not come here to beg the pro- ‘corruption in connection with the 
tection of the House of Commons. I am! private Bill legislation of this House was 
quite ready to meet, and my colleagues | made was in the year 1879. In that 
are quite ready to meet, any accusation, | year the accusation was of a very vague 
not only of political treason, such as we/| character, and had only reference to 
constantly hear made against us, but any | certain members of a particular Com- 
accusations that may be made of personal | mittee. A Mr. Grissell made a statement 
corruption or anything else. We abso-/ to a solicitor in the city of London to the 
lutely despise them, and we are quite | effect that he could influence and control 
content to rest confident in the goodwill the decisions of a particular private Bill 
and confidence of our own people in| Committee, which was considering, | 
Ireland. We care very little what is said think, the project of the Tower Bridge. 
about us in organs of certain public} Then the solicitor asked him to put that 
opinion in England, such as the one from | statement in writing, and he did so. to 
which I have quoted. Iam not making | the effect that he could influence the 


Mr John Redmond. 
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decision of members of that Committee ; { this House took a grave view of the facts. 
manifestly that is a less direct and whole- | I know that of recent times it has been the 
sal> charge against corruption as against custom where technical breaches of the 
Members of this House than the one I | privileges of this House have taken place 
have read. But what happened? The to pass resolutions declaring that it is a 
question was raised in this House, and breach, and then leaving the matter 
Mr. Grissell was ordered to attend. At) where it stood. I respectfully say that in 
first he fled irom this country, and did | a matter of this gravity to follow such a 
not appear for some time. Finally he course would be quite unprecedented, 
was brought to the bar of the House, and I venture respectiully to say quite 
and then he was committed for a long inconsistent with the honour and dignity 
period to Newgate. of this Assembly. Ido not desire to say 
In connection with the same case a anything more. Here is a charge of 
Mr. Ward, who was a solicitor connected wholesale corruption in connection with 
with Mr. Grissell, was charged, not your Private Bill legislation levelled 
with having done this thing himself, against eighty Members of this House. 
but merely with having cognisance In every case before. when such an 
of the fact that Mr. Grissell had given accusation was made against even the 
this written undertaking that he could humblest of your Members, the House 
influence the members of this Committee. has taken serious notice of it. It has 
Even that slight and indirect connection not merely declared it a breach of privi- 
with a charge of corruption against lege, but it has brought the guilty man 
certain Members of this House was held to the bar, and either censured or 
to be so grave that Mr. Ward was brought demanded an apology from him. Having 
to the bar of the House and also com- placed the facts before the House of 
mitted to prison. That is the last case Commons, I ask whether a less stringent 
in which anybody has ventured to make a course will now be pursued, because the 
charge of corruption against any Member men attacked are eighty Irish Members, 
of this House in connection with the whom you have brought here against 
private business of this House. I venture their will. 7 
to submit respectfully that the case 
I have brought forward is far more| The Globenewspaperof the 14th August, 
serious. This charge is brought, not 1901, was handed in, and the passages 
against one individual, but against an complained of were read. as follows— 


entire section of eighty Members, who are a ny 
accused one and all of personal corrup- a, i a 
tion in connection with this business. Mr. Asquith clearly desired to embrace his 


In the discussion of the case of Mr. &W" colleagues in the dctum. It is with grati- 
=a * é . fication that the public will recognise in this 
Grissell, Mr. Knatchbull-Hugessen, w hom pronouncement; by a man most probably 
old Members of the House will remember, | destined to play a large part in the contro! of 
was a very weighty authority on these his party, a clear indication that, for himself, 
: ; ; he is at last determined to be done with truck- 
ling to the Irish rabble. That he. in common 
“The only reason why I rise is tosay thatthere with all the more respectable members of his 
was once a Committee, of which I wasa member, party, has long held such views in their hearts 
in which something of the same kind occurred. | jg a ree ignised fact. But it required the recent 
It was now a good many years ago, and the outrageous behaviour of the political mercenar‘es 
present Member for Hereford (Mr. Clive) was from the Sister Isle to wring from him a public 
thechairman. Something appeared in a news- admission of his opinions. _ 
paper article reflecting upon the character of | * * * 
the Chairman of the Committee. The Committee | It is a mistake to suppose that the majority 
considered the matter and reported it, and the! of the Trish party are actuated by anv real 
House directed at once that the publisher of national aspirations, or that they care in the 
the newspaper in which the article appeared slightest about the principles they enunciate so 
should be called to the bar of the House. If I Joudly. On this side of the St. George’s 
recollect rightly the man was committed to the | Channel we are so unaccustomed to political 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, andafterwards | corruption that it seldom occurs to ‘us as an 
made a humble apology for what had happened.” | explanation of the conduct of our public men. 
I quote that to show that in the most | But in Ireland the case is wholly different. 
recent cases. in fact in all recent cases in | The same spirit, the same motives, that have 
eo eee, ie ee es oe ewes “| made Tammany a synonym for political 
which charges of this kind were brought | obliquity have made the ‘Nationalist party 
against newspapers or other persons, ; what it is. Many of those connected with it 
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questions, said— 


* * * 
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are the very ruck of the population, whose sole 
object is a pecuniary one—to make as much 


they can. 
with Irish Private Bills or corporation contracts 
id franchises across the water can bear 
ample testimony to this. It is, therefore, no 
hardship to Ireland to reduce the number of 


these parasites on her national system.” 
* * * * * * * * 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the passages in the article in the 
(rlobe newspaper complained of constitute 
a gross breach of the privileges of this 
House.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Ido not think anyone can be sur- 
prised that the hon. Member who has 
made this motion should have brought 
the matter to the notice of the House, 
but I am sorry that he has used the 
opportunity of dealing with a question 
of a breach of privilege for the purpose 
of making an attack on my right hon. 
friend near me and myself in respect of 
‘matters which have nothing to do with 
the breach of privilege—-matters which 
are entirely outside the House, and 
which, I think, he of all men, beionging 
to the party he does, ought not to have 
referred to in this connection ; because 
the hon. Gentleman must be aware that 
whether the language for which we were 
responsible, and which I do not think 
either of us desires to withdraw—whether 
that language was right or wrong, it was 
bold of a gentleman and of a party who 


have certainly shown themselves to be | 


possessed of greater resources in the art 
of violent vituperation, both in the press 
and elsewhere, than any other section of 
public men in this country. But, Sir, I 
pass from that, which was a parenthesis 
—an unfortunate parenthesis—and | 
come to a portion of the hon. Member's 
remarks which was more germane to the 
motion, and to which the House will, I 
am sure, listen with much more sym- 
pathy. The hon. Gentleman asks the 
House to affirm that the words read out 
at the Table constitute a gross breach of 
the privileges of the House. I am sure, 


Sir, that if the interpretation which the | 


hon. Gentleman has put upon them, and 
which, I suspect, most persons readin 
the article would put upon them, be 
correct, there cannot be the smallest 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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doubt that a breach of the privileges of 
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money by political jobbery and corruption as the House has been committed ofa very 


Anyone who has had any connection | & . 
the hon. Gentleman and most other 


grave character. The meaning which 


readers attribute to that article is that it 
accuses the Irish Members of having 


_been personally responsible for corrupt 
practices in 


connection with private 
Bills. I cannot imagine an accusation 
more wounding or a more clear breach 
of our privileges, and 1 cannot imagine 
an accusation for which, so far as my 
knowledge and information extend, 
there is less substantial foundation. I 
have been in the sharpest conflict ‘or 
most years of my political life with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. They have said a 
great many things of me which I| think 
were wholly unjustifiable, and 1 may 
have said some things of them which 
may have passed what they might con- 
sider the fair limit of political retort ; 
but I have never accused them of pecu- 
niary corruption. I have never heard 
that accusation levelled against them in 
connection with the business of the 
House, and I will not believe that that 
accusation has the slightest foundation. 

I believe we are all agreed that much 
less than this would have constituted a 
gross breach of privilege, and we are 
face to face now, as we have often been 
before, with the proper course to be 
pursued in this House. I have always 
held, and I have given expression to this 
view so recently, I think, as within the 
last week or fortnight, that this House 
can commit no greater folly than to 
enter into one of these controversies 
with the press of this country. The 
hon. Gentleman has appealed to us, in 
the interest of our own dignity and 
honour, to enter into such a controversy. 
/The dignity and honour of the House 
have never been served by any of these 
conflicts. Nothing has ever come of 
them of which we have had reason to be 
proud, and the pages in our history, a 
glorious history, which relate to the 
dealings of this House with the press 
‘are not those on which we can look back 
with the greatest feelings of satisfaction. 
Let me say further in that connection, 
that the hon. Gentleman appears to think 
‘that the operation of having an editor 
‘up to the bar and committing him to 
|prison for the remainder of the session 
\ 
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would in some way clear our fair fame | think there is the parallel which the 
in the eyes of our countrymen and hon. Member supposes between the 
foreign nations, and that something circumstances of that case and the 
would be done thereby to remove or | circumstances of this case. My point is 
diminish the venom of the personal! that even in that case nothing was done 
aspersion which has been made on the’ to clear the fair fame of this House. The 
honour of hon. Gentlemen opposite ; fact that this House sent somebody to 
but it must be obvious to the House | gaol cleared nobody of an accusation. 


that no such happy result can ensue from ‘ 

any exercise of our prerogative in this, Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the 

matter. Of course, if there was a trial persons who were guilty of publishing 
a libel were brought to the bar of the 


before an impartial tribunal, if the 
editor of the incriminated journal could House, were censured by the Speaker, 
and made a humble apology. In spite 


give his grounds before a judicial tribunal > apo! : 

for his accusations, and if those attacked Of that they were imprisoned. Surely 
could also state their case, some results bringing a man before the House and 
such as those desired by hon. Gentlemen forcing him to apologise for his words 
opposite and by all of us would un-/ Was something more in the direction 
doubtedly ensue. But merely by our of clearing the fair fame of the House 
votes to bring a man to the bar of this than merely passing an empty resolution 


House, to make him apologise or to send and doing nothing more. 


him to prison—that clears nobody of 

anything. It is an exercise of powers , Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Remember 
which we possess by our immemorial | that the cing dapetscngrvstn a 
constitution, but it is not a way of sifting Te is pst Soy to gaggia wha 
agg « Boner pen dare nc lerlag| would happen when pe was brought 
ait a charge cannot really remove it. ‘to the bar to consider that he says he 
are all subject to attacks—seldom, I ie oe: aati ka ‘bring sh. naueetbied 
i nie Chai gross as the = of which the which the hon. Gentleman and I agree 
ion. Gentleman complains—but very ti titehtes. wie teoaake Ve woobl 
few of us, nobody as far as I am aware on sat a Aaah oie i be ‘idan Tenemasiia 
this side of the House, have ever thought 4. has already said it. , - 
it worth while to call into play the in- aa 
herent powers of this House in order to’ yp JOHN REDMOND said _ the 
— i a fame. Ness one reason’ writer quoted the article, but left out 
why they have not thought it worth the passage in which the accusation 

while is that nothing this House could was made. 

do would have that desirable result. 
: : ; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am _ not 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that in defending the interpretation in to-day’s 
every case in which an accusation of | article put upon yesterday's article. 
personal corruption had been made J only say he says he did not mean what 
against a Member of this House the) the hon. Gentleman says he did mean. 
bei se wer h ign hon. Gentleman now | That is strictly relevant to the considera 
<egnnetnalmmaelbe esceg followed. In the ‘tion of what would occur if this Gentle. 
age recent case that course was followed | man were brought up to the bar of the 
ao and on the motion of | House and interrogated by Mr. Speaker. 
ir Stafford Northcote, in 1879. | But that is really not quite the point 
‘which I trying to make. A mere act 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That case oy vote of this House would show that 


seems to me to be very different in this House regards with indignation the 


many particulars. course which it condemns, but that is, 
A Navionatist Memper: It was not im the nature of the case, all that it can 
so bad. do. It shows that we consider that a 


; gross breach of privilege has taken 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It did not) place, it shows that the House is not in 
deal with so many persons. I do not sympathy with that breach of privi- 
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lege; more than that, in the nature | assailed, either in a light manner or a 
of the case, it cannot show. For my | gross manner, by any newspaper, or by 
part, I am still of opinion that the House | private people, I think it is high time 
gains nothing by these conflicts with | that we examined into the matter and 
the press, not one of which, so far as I | considered what steps it behoves the 
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know, 
generation. 


has occurred for more than a 
I have to admit that this 
case does bring to a head a difficulty 


(dignity and honour of this House to 
take in the face of the species of assault 
| which we have had to endure before, 





which has been felt by myself often | and which we shall undoubtedly have to 
before, and by other men who have stood | endure in even greater measure as time 


ut this box, as to what form modern | goes on. 


Certainly I should myself 


.achinery for preserving our privileges be perfectly ready to suggest and propose 


aould take in face of modern publicity 


and conditions of life. The 


modern 


only arms at our disposal are as anti- 


quated, really, as the crossbow or the 
blunderbuss. The only weapons which 
we use are weapons that were forged 
in a wholly different state of society, 
at a time when no proceedings in this 
House were allowed to be made public, 
and when no criticism of an action of a 
Member of Parliament, as a Member of 
Parliament, was permitted, however true 
the criticisin might be or however light 
the charge might be that was brought 
against him. Everything we now do 
is done in the light of day ; every word 
that we say is reported; the freest 
criticisms are permitted and encouraged 
upon the action of parties, upon the action 
of individuals, upon the action of the 
House itself, and our only means of 
protection, in cases where protection 
is desirable, is this hopelessly antiquated 
method of bringing the editor, or who- 
ever the offender may be, up to the bar 
ot this House and calling upon him to 


apologise, and sending him to Newgate | 


or the Clock Tower, not for a term of 
imprisonment commensurate with his 
offence, but for a term which is deter- 
mined by the remaining life of the 


session. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
He could be fined. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that is 
an even more antiquated method. So 
far as I am aware, there is no even 
moderately recent case in which any 
person has been fined by the action of 
the House. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Charles II.] If there be a more recent 
case than that or not, I would venture 
to point out that if we have these dis- 
cussions whenever our privileges are 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| insulting that nak 
publicly such a declaration, but it 1s 


|a Select Committee upon this subject, 
jnot, of course, this session, but next 
session, to see whether something cannot 
be done to introduce order into chaos 
and to put us into a position of dealing 
properly, with dignity and on properly 
ascertained precedents and principles, 
with cases like this. I personally find 
myself quite unable to offer any advice 
to the House except the advice | have 
steadily offered in other cases where a 
similar incident has happened, whether 
the attack has been made upon friends 
of mine on this bench or upon Gentle- 
men opposite. That advice is to agree 
to the resolution that a gross violation 
of our privileges has been committed, 
but certainly not to enter into one of 
those conflicts out of which we eannot 
hope to come with any increase of that 
authority and dignity which it should 
be our first duty to maintain. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the question 
| before the House was whether a breach 
‘of privilege had been committed, and 
until that question had been decided 
no discussion as to what action the 
House should take could arise. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) : What 
I am about to say, Sir, will be very short, 
'and I hope will conform to your ruling. 
Perhaps I may be allowed—particularly 
as for some reason or other my name 
has been introduced into this scurrilous 
publication—to associate myself in the 
most pointed way with what the right 
hon. Gentleman has said. I believe it is 
the universal opinion on both sides of 
this House, independent of party, that 
‘there is not one shadow or shade of foun 
dation for this allegation of personal 
corruption made against our colleagues 
from Ireland. It might almost ‘seem 
anyone should make 
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forced upon us by the necessities of the|lege disappears altogether, and  dis- 
case. Nor can I entertain for a moment appears because the machinery which 
as having any serious weight or validity happens to be at the disposal of this 
the sort of extenuation or apology which | House is, in the opinion of the right hon. 
appears to have been put forward at a|Gentleman—I daresay it is the opinion 
later date by the writer or publisher of of a great many of us—inadequate 
this article, to the effect that it did not | machinery. But ‘so long as the law 
mean that which it plainly expresses. | exists, and so long as the machinery 
Everyone, not only from the point of law, | which enforces it exists, it does appear 
but also from the point of common sense, | to me that the House is not justified 
is deemed to intend language in the/|in departing from all its precedents and 
sense in which it is conveyed to the in-| treating privilege as it it was absolutely 


“ Globe” Newspaper. 





telligence of the reader, and anybody who | 
has read this article must admit that it is | 
a charge, of the most open, definite, and | 
unmistakeable kind, of personal corrup- | 
tion against the body of Members from | 
Ireland. That being so, there really is | 
no dispute whatever about the facts of | 
the case. The question is, Can this 
House, consistently with its traditions | 
and its universal practice, pass it by | 
without notice? I think it cannot. I} 
entirely agree with the right hon. Gentle- | 
man that it is most inexpedient for this | 
House to enter into unnecessary contro- 
versies on trivial points, which have never 
resulted in adding either to the dignity | 
of the House or the credit of Parliament. | 
If this were a case which could by any | 
possibility be regarded as of a trivial or | 
trumpery description, I should say it 
would be entirely unworthy of the dignity 
of the House to enter into a dispute of | 
that kind, and I should say let us pass it 
by and take no notice of it. But this | 
case, as the right hon. Gentleman admits, 
stands in an entirely different category. 
If there is a case which constitutes a 
clear and manifest breach of the privileges 
of this House it is a case in which there is 
a charge of personal corruption against | 
one Member of this House or a body of | 
its Members. Therefore we must deal | 
with this case on the assumption that we 
are dealing with as grave a breach of 
privilege as it is possible for the pub- 
lisher of a newspaper to be guilty of. 
That being so, what is the advice which 
the right hon. Gentleman gives? He 
says—* Your primitive machinery for 
dealing with an offender in a case of 
this kind is so cumbrous and so anti- 
quated that you had better never bring 





it into operation at all.” I agree 
that the machinery is cumbrous, and 
that in many cases it is inadequate. 
But if we are to accept the right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument the law of privi- 


non-existent. And I say the House 
should never be more reluctant to depart 
from those precedents than when, as in 
this case, the attack is directed against 
a body of Members of this House of 
whom a large majority are in sharp 
political antagonism with the Govern- 
ment, but are nevertheless entitled to 
the comity of the House. On these 
grounds, without transgressing your 
ruling, Sir, I trust the House without a 
dissentient voice will pass the resolution 
of the hon. Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he hardly thought the First Lord of the 
Treasury had realised what such a 
charge affecting private Bill business 
meant. This House was a court of 
justice ; they called it the High Court 
of Parliament. He had sat for twenty- 


/one years in the House, but had never 
‘sat on a private Bill Committee, though 


he had witnessed what went on there. 


Counsel appeared and pleaded before 


the Committee exactly the same as in 
any other court, and issues of enormous 
financial magnitude often depended on 
the vote of a single Member. Whatever 
charges of political corruption might be 
brought, the charge was a far graver 
one when it was a charge of judicial 
corruption, because if the Irish Members 
were politically corrupt, that, after all, 
only affected their own country, but if 
they were financially and judicially 
corrupt, it affected Scotland and England 
and gigantic commercial issues; it affected 
the whole business of private Bill Com- 
mittees, railways, banks, and insurance 
companies, and it affected every class of 
business matters of which private Bill 
Committees had cognisance. There were 
the facts that they were returned for 
Irish constituencies and that they were 
poor men, because he supposed that was 
really the gravamen of the matter; it 
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was known that the Irish party was a 
poor party, and if under those circum- 
stances the House allowed its judicial 
tribunals to be impeached, and for it 
to be said they could do with Parliament 
what the humblest police magistrate 
would not tolerate in his own court, 
what was to become of the House as 
a court of justice and as the High 
Court of Parliament? Take the case of 
any ordinary magistrate, county court 
judge, or even an Irish judge. The| 
Irish Members had been in sharp conflict | 
for many years with the Irish justiciary, | 
but had any of his friends ever made | 

a charge of corruption against a single | 

magistrate, county court judge, or | 
superior judge in Ireland? Never! | 
Supposing one of them did so was it 

possible that the judge might say, wey 
rely upon my ermine ; | pass by your | 
accusation with contempt.’ And yet | 
the right hon. Gentleman, in regard to a | 

matter which did not affect the Irish | 

Members a tithe as much as it affected | 
the House of Commons and English com- 
mercial interests, said of a body of men 
who had been serving on Committees, 
“This is a matter to pass by with in-| 
difference and contempt.” The cunning | 
of the article was this, that it referred 
to Irish private business, when it was 
notorious that no Irish Member was ever | 
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allowed to serve on a Committee on Irish | 
Bills. They served on English, Scotch, 
and Welsh private Bills, but, except 
in the case of a Hybrid Committee, 
when men were put on admittedly 
as partisans, they were never allowed to | 
serve on Irish private business. There- 
fore, the charge of corruption, if it lay 
at all, had no relation to Irish business, 
but was in relation to Great Britain and 
its business. There was a time when | 
Grattan said— 


‘* If you pass the Union, Ireland ina few years 
wi'l send you scoundrels.” 


He did not think that time had yet! 
come, but it would be in the mouth | 
of any libeller to say that it had come 
if the First Lord of the Treasury in| 
relation to the High Court of Parliament, | 
to his own Parliament, in relation to his 
own English affairs with which the 
Irish Members had no concern, but in 
regard to which they were bound to 
erve and act as jurors, would not give 
hose jurors the same protection which, | 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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| kind 


‘by universal 
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in the case of the trial at Sligo in the case 
of a land grabber, the Irish Government 
was the first to provide in order to vin- 
dicate the purity of the jury. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester), who 
rose amidst cries of ‘‘ Agreed,”’ said this 
was a matter that affected every Member 
of the House. There was a widespread 
impression, even amongst the educated 
and professional classes, that Members 
of private Bill Committees were paid for 
their services. The gravamen of the 
charge was corruption in connection with 
private Bill business, and that, in his 
judgment, constituted the great import- 
ance of dealing severely with those 
responsible for the article in the Globe. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I © ow beg 
to move “that the Editor of the (lobe 
| newspaper attend this House at Three of 
the clock to-morrow.” I have listened 
with the greatest possible attention and, 
to some extent, with sympathy, to the 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury. 


Iam the first to admit that’the weapons 


at your command are antiquated and not 
very effective, and that it would be a 
wise thing, probably, for this House to 


| inquire into this whole question and see 
| how we could improve our position so as 


to be able to punish offences of this 
in an adequate fashion. But 
I cannot agree that you have no 
means at your disposal—I cannot 
agree that the bringing of an editor to 
the bar of this House and compelling 
him to make a public apology is not 
some punishment. I do not take the 
view that it is an adequate punishment, 
but it is something. I say that this 
House will stultify itself if, having passed 


‘a resolution that this is a gross breach 


of privilege on the recommendation of 
the First Lord of the Treasury and so 
many important Members of this House, 
it takes no further steps. Admittedly, 
the offence which has been committed 
is the most grave breach of privilege 
which can be devised. I do not want 
to argue that point over again, but 
admission it is an 
offence of the gravest character. I take 
the view of the right hon. Gentleman 
'the Member for East Fife, that it is 
| undignified and ridiculous for the House 
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to invoke the powers attending on | last time when an accusation of personal 
breach of privilege in cases of trivial | corruption was brought against Members 
attacks, and I never would dream for a/jof this House, Sir Stafford Northcote, 
moment in the case of ordinary political | who was Leader of the House and Chan- 
attacks, no matter how violent or trucu- | cellor of the Exchequer, brought it for- 
lent they might be, of bringing them | ward, and moved two resolutions—first, 
before the House. But a charge of this that it was a breach of the privilege of 
kind has always been treated by the Parliament, and, second, that the man 
House as the most serious offence of all, guilty of it should be brought to the bar 
and I press this on the House of Commons | of the House. Eventually the House 
—that even if you cannot inflict what I|did make this rusty weapon effective ; 
consider an adequate punishment, you | because the man was sent to prison ; he 
can at any rate show to the world at large | made a most humble apology, and he 
that, in passing a resolution of this kind, suffered a good deal, because he was 
you are in earnest, and that you are banished from this country for a con- 
anxious to inflict some sort of punish-| siderable time in trying to evade the 
ment on the offender. The right hon. | service of the writ of the Speaker. And 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury one of his accomplices against whom the 
and the right hon. Gentleman the charge only was that he was cognisant 
Member for East Fife were good enough | of what he was doing was also brought 
to give their personal testimony that to the bar and sent to prison. I am not 
they did not believe in these accusations. moving that the editor of this paper 
It was not to get these accusations dis-| should be sent to prison ; probably that 
avowed that [ brought the matter would be absurd in view ‘of the fact that 
forward ; but I believe the House of | if he were to come to the bar to-morrow 
Commons, for its own protection, should | and were sent to prison he would 
take a further step, and that if youstop| be released within a day. But it 
short now you will lead the public to is quite a different thing to bring him 
understand that you pass this resolution | here and make him make a_ public 
with your tongue in your cheek; that apology. He has been guilty of a gross 
you have no serious meaning in passing insult to this House ; his article to-day 
it. I say that because there is no pre-| is an aggravation of that offence, and if 
cedent in all parliamentary history in the House is in earnest, if it really agrees 
which a charge of personal corruption of with the Leader of the House that this 
this kind has been made and the House | is a serious case, then the man who com- 
stopped short at a resolution that it was! mitted the offence ought to be brought 
a breach of privilege. The precedents | to the bar of the House and receive the 
which I have looked up where no further | censure of the Speaker, and be compelled 
action was taken refer to cases where | to make a public apology to the House. 
there was only an indirect charge of For those reasons I move this motion 
corruption against an individual or a| ‘that the editor of the paper be brought 
small group of individuals; but there | to the bar of the House ‘at three of the 
is no precedent where a direct charge | | clock to-morrow. I confess that my own 
was made against an individual or small | feeling would be that if the House stops 
group of individuals. There is no case | short now—because in this case the 
in the books where there wasa charge of | accusation has been made against Irish 
personal corruption such as this when the | Members, who because they are Irish 
House did not hesitate to go further. I} Members are unpopular, and who 
admit that to enter into a conflict with | | notoriously are a poor party and ought 
the newspapers is not, under present | to be most carefully protected by this 
conditions, likely to be pleasant. I admit | House—we would create a precedent 
our weapons are old, antiquated, and | which is not to be found in the annals 
ineffective, but such as they are, they | of Parliament in the past. 
have always been brought into operation 
where accusations of this kind have been| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
mide. When the right hon. Gentleman | ‘“‘ That the Editor and Publisher of the 
spoke about the members of his party | Globe newspaper do attend at the Bar 
not invoking those powers, I take the of this House to-morrow, at Three of 
liberty of reminding him that the very ‘the clock.” —(Mr. John Redmond.’ 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
much to add in point of argument to the 
speech I delivered just now. In its 
broad outlines it is not less germane 
to the question now before us. The 
hon. and learned Member concluded by 
claiming special consideration from Mem- 
bers for Ireland in the case of an accusa- 
tion of the kind described, partly because 
they are in a minority, partly because 
they are unpopular, and partly because 
they are poor, and I do not deny that his 
argument has force. I can only say that 
the advice I have given to the House 
is that which I should give with regard 
to any of my friends if they had been 
similarly charged, and it is the course 
I should wish the House to pursue if 
such a charge should be brought against 
myself. The broad and general grounds 
on which I give the advice I have stated, 
and I still think the House would do well 
to follow it. But I am too old a parlia- 
mentary hand not to know that in taking 
that view I probably have not the 
majority of the House with me. So 
far as I can collect the general opinion 
of the House, it is that in this case, 
whatever inconvenience may attend on 
our procedure, whatever the possible 
ridicule that may attach to its subsequent 
stages, nevertheless the offence is so gross, 
and precedents are so clearlyin its favour, 
that this action should be taken. I do 
not think the precedent mentioned 
is quite on all fours with the present case, 
and the whole tendency of the last 150 
years has been in the direction of not 
enforcing the privileges of the House, 
and I believe that is a wise and wholesome 
tendency. How far we should _ go, 
whether we should allow those privi- 
leges to cease, whether we should 
modify our procedure to meet the 
changed conditions of modern life, 
these are questions that may very 
properly be dealt with next session, 
but though I have given advice I think 
the House would do well to adopt, and 
though I do not take the responsibility 
of advising the House to take a course 
which I do not think will redound to its 
credit, I would recommend that no 
division should be taken, and that we 
might as well avoid a public exhibition 
of our differences. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I think the right 


hon. Gentleman does well to yield, even 


{COMMONS} 
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against his own judgment, to what is, | 
am certain, the preponderating opinion 
of both sides of the House. I desire to 
say on behalf of my friends here, in the 
first place, that in our view it is undesir- 
able that the House should pass a resolu- 
tion declaring that a breach of privilege 
has been committed and then do nothing 
more. Such an academic declaration 
of breach of privilege is a mere brutum 
fulmen, whereas if the offence is sufti- 
ciently grave the House should be pre- 
pared to take the logical and consequen- 
tial action. Next, as regards this par- 
ticular case, I do not at all agree that 
because of the rising of the House this 
summoning of the offender to the bar 
to give an apology and to receive the 
admonition of the Speaker is an idle 
ceremony ; it is in some sense a punish- 
ment of the offence and it may be an 
effective deterrent against repetition 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
With great diffidence I wish to point out 
that there is the possibility of the House 
being placed in a very embarrassing 
position to-morrow. If the editor makes 
an apology, that will be all very well. 
but suppose instead of doing that he 
should make a highly impertinent speech 
from the bar, what will the House do 
then? [Cries of “Oh! Oh!”] It 
seems to me the House would be placed 
in a position of difficulty. At an earlier 
period of the session the House might 
reply with a term of imprisonment, but 
to-morrow the House would be absolutely 
helpless. [Cries of “‘ No, no,” “ You can 
fine him.”’] By the law of the land 
any order of the House for imprisonment 
comes to an end with the prorogation. 
[‘‘ Fine.”] Ido not know that the House 
can have recourse to earlier forms of 
punishment as applicable, but I find that 
the House has formerly taken a course 
dignified and exceedingly effective, and 
which, I think, would meet the present 
case, by directing a prosecution for libel. 
There is a precedent, not a very recent one, 
for the House has generally adopted the 
other alternative, but in 1701 there is the 
record of the House having directed 
the Attorney General to prosecute 
William Fuller, who was convicted on 
a charge of having accused Members 








of receiving money as bribes from 
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France.t This, it appears to me, would! CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
be a much more effective remedy for | TION) BILL. 
what, no doubt, is a gross and seditious! Order for Second Reading read. 
libel, calculated to bring the House of | , 3 
Commons into contempt, and impugning | ,, Motion made, and Question proposed 
the probity of its Members. I therefore | That the Bill be now read a second 
suggest that a prosecution should be | 4me. 
directed, not troubling the editor to|SourH ArricA—CoNDUCT OF THE 
appear at the bar. [“ Oh! oh! J | WaR: PRESENT SITUATION ; RECENT 
, | PROCLAMATIONS ; CONCENTRATION 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): May I be! (Camps; Crvit ADMINISTRATION, ETc. 
permitted in a very words few to point! *gip WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
out that what the noble Lord has said is | hshi ~~ age tobeatigiaar tk ger 
hardly germane to the discussion. If eh anew ): oP necngeRaehege ta 
etee this, nearly the very last stage of the 
the editor should to-morrow refuse : : 5 = 
dn andlapion 4 3 . ©” session, and have aright todemand from 
o apologise, and should insult the House, | 77° s ia ~ 
it will then be for the House to consider Hi Majesty's Goverment a statement 
whet cous. ahead be. tokee. Tt ix|™* * distinct and official manner as to 
absurd and a waste of time to discuss | the =e regard to the unhappy 
what the House would proceed to do in a W@? which has now been waged tor 
very unlikely eventuality. What we nearly two years. Of that we have re- 
now have to do is to pursue the course | ceived - the end of the two nae 
pointed out by precedents; what we | S@Ssions eet accounts. In July re 
would do should the editor prove con- August, 1899, we received from the 
tumacious can be discussed to-morrow. Government the most hopeful representa- 
P tion in reference to the anticipations of 
(Question put, and agreed to. war. We were then assured confidently 
that there was agreat probability that war 
‘would be avoided, but that view of the 
case has unfortunately turned out to be 
entirely unfounded. What was the 
account the Government gave us at the 
end of the session of 19007 They told 
‘us that the war was all but over, and 
‘that within a very few weeks of that 
‘time the Commander-in-Chief in South 
That they have agreed to Amendments | Africa would return to England. Upon 
to Manchester and Liverpool Electric | that the Government appealed to the 
Express Railway Bill [Lords] ; Harrogate | country, as the authors of a successful 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Rugby Water war which had come to an end. That 
and Improvement Bill [Lords]: without | was the next stage of the announcements 
amendment. we have received. But no sooner was 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS ‘the Election over than we were told 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION | that great reinforcements were necessary 
BILL. ‘for this war, which had_ practically 
Lords’ Amendments. to be considered | eome to an end, and since that time, for 
to-morrow and to be printed. [Bill 295.] | some ten months, the war has been 
+A short account of this business (taken ging on with varying fortunes, some- 
from Ralph’s History) is given in “The Par- times with apparent success, sometimes 
sree cco Mt tag es page ae with apparent failure. We get from time 
privilege : tin Heese pele es ieee a. to time = the newspapers certain scraps 
elaring him to be “a cheat, a false accuser, | of information, but no connected account 
and an incorrigible rogue,” and Mr. Attorney of what the course of the war is. We 
S nornill say an reas Ree ge . 
his said offences." In the Parliementany get short telegrams, naturally from the 
Debates, First Series, Vol. xvi., page 14****, British side, from Lord Kitchener, but on 
isa speech by Sir Francis Burdett, in which the other side we get no accounts at all. 
the whole subject of Privilege is elaborately What we want to know, however, 


and learnedly examined. ‘The groundwork | _) , ;, Ee 
of all the privileges of this House” is traced | what is the situation of both the be 
to a law of Canute !—Ep. 'gerent parties. I presume the Co 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Youthful 
Offenders Bill ; Factory and Workshops 
Acts Amendment and Consolidation 
Bill: National Gallery (Purchase of | 
Adjacent Land) Bill ; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill: with 
Amendments. 
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mander-in-Chief in South Africa has|crime than warfare of that descrip- 
formed some opinion as to what is the | tion it is impossible to describe. Of all 
condition of the enemy to which he is|that is recorded against this country 
opposed; I suppose he has given full|in the unhappy war with the people 
information to the Government, and that | of America at the end of the eighteenth 





‘they have formed some judgment as to 
what are the prospects of the war and 
what is its actual condition. 

At present we do not even know how 
many men we have engaged there, we 
do not know what is the conjecture 
on the part even of the Commander- 


in-Chief and High Commissioner as 
to the forees to which we are 
opposed. All that we know is that 
we have an enormous force in the 


Transvaal, the Orange Free State, in 
Natal, and in Cape Colony, and that 


they are still liable from time to time | 


to be occupied and attacked by the 
enemy. We read of blockhouses being 


taken, of engagements sometimes adverse | 


to our own forces, we know that large 


numbers of men have been killed, and | 
wounded, and lost through disease, and | 


we know also that we are spending about 
£5,000,000 a month on the war which 
at the end of last session was declared 
to be at an end. All these are circum- 
stances on which we are entitled to some 
fuller information than we have yet 
received, and we ought not at the con- 
clusion of this session, when Parliament 
can no longer have any means of obtain- 
ing knowledge or any control of the 
matter, to go away without having 
some more definite account of the 
condition of the war and its prospects 
than we have yet received. That is the 
demand which we ought to press, 
andallthe more because we are apparently 
in the presence of a new policy. For, 
unless we are mistaken in all the reports 


that have reached us through the press, | 


the hope of victory by military opera- 
tions seems to have been given up in 
despair, and we are to enter upon a new 
policy. I hope itis not the policy which 


the Colonial Secretary the other day | 


dealt with, a most dangerous policy, 
I thought—I mean the policy of employ- 
ing savage races and native forces. 
I do not know that the right hon. Gentle- 
man indicated that that was the policy 
of the Government in South Africa ; 


‘century none left such a stain upon 
|the British name as that. I hope, 
lif there is any question of employing 
| Savages in warfare between white races 
| such as that in which we are now engaged 
‘that the language of Lord Chatham will 
_be remembered. He said— 

““My Lords, who is the man that, in addition 
to these disgraces and mischiefs to our Army, 
has dared to authorise, and to associate with 
our arms, the tomahawk and scaJping-knife of 
the savage, to call into civilised alliance the 
wild and inhuman savage of the woods, to 
delegate to the merciless Indian the defence of 
disputed rights, and to wage the horrors of his 
barbarous war against our. brethren? My 
Lords, these enormities cry aloud to us to redress 
and avenge them. Unless thoroughly done 
away with it will be a stain on the national 
| character ; it is a violation of the Constitution ; 

I believe it is against law.” 

I do not wish to be understood as 
'charging or even suggesting that this 
‘is the policy which the Government 
|contemplate. But it is perfectly certain 
that in the press of this country it has 
been and is advocated. Language was 
used not many days ago by the Colonial 
Secretary to the effect that he saw no 
reason why native races should not be 
employed for this purpose, which, I 
hope, will be entirely disavowed. I trust 
|that any suggestion of the kind will be 
|absolutely repudiated. But there is a 
policy which we know is being edopted— 
the policy of proclamation, and it is 
/apparently the one which is to take 
the place of military operations, which 
according to all accounts have not been 
largely successful recently in South 
Africa. What is the object of reverting 
| to this policy of proclamation, which has 
not been a happy chapter in this war! 
We have had forty-one of these proclama- 
tions, many of them illegal, all of 
them futile, and most of them so impoli- 
tic that, even if they were legal, they 
had to be withdrawn. One of the 
early proclamations was that— 
“all the inhabitants of the Orange River 
Colony after 14 days who shall be found in 
arms shall be liable to be dealt with as rebels 
and to suffer in person and property ac- 


| 


I hope not, but he made a sort of general | cordingly.” 
-defence, as I understood, of the employ-| That was to be a sort of closure of the 


ment of savages in warfare. 
Sir William Harcourt. 


A greater | war—on a particular date the guillotine 
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was to descend. 
inconsistent with 


It was a declaration 
the fundamental 
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| ducted undoubtedly with great skill and 
effect by Lord Kitchener. But now we 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


principles of the laws and customs are reverting again to the policy of pro- 


of war. 
that every man found in arms was a 
rebel, and as such was liable to the 
death penalty. Almost immediately 
after that proclamation was issued it had 
to be withdrawn, and another proclama- 
tion was issued— 

“that the burghers of the Orange State 
who were attached to some commando prior 
to the annexation, and who had been con- 
tinually in arms against Her Majesty’s 
Government since, should be regarded as 
prisoners of war.” 

They always were prisoners of war 
and not rebels at all, and therefore that 
proclamation had to be set aside. Then 
there was the farm-burning proclama- 
tion—the houses and farms in _ the 
vicinity of the place where the damage 
was done were to be destroyed, and the 
residents in the neighbourhood dealt 
with under martial law. That was 
practically revoked by the Order of 
November 18th. Another proclama- 
tion stated that all burghers who had 
not taken the oath in districts occupied 
by His Majesty’s forces should be regarded 
as prisoners of war. Men who had never 
taken arms at all were to be regarded as 
prisoners of war. That was the most 
astounding statement, I suppose, ever 


put into any proclamation. The pro-' 


clamation further stated— 

“that all buildings and structures in which 
scouts or other forees of the enemy are har- 
boured would be liable to be razed to the 
ground.” 

That is apart from the farm-burning 
proclamation. That means probably the 
whole of the houses of the Dutch popu- 
lation in these countries. All these 
proclamations came to nothing at all— 
there was not even an attempt to put 
them into operation. It was found to be 
impossible either in law or policy to 
defend them ; it was shown what a very 
unwise thing it is in carrying on a 
contest of this kind to issue such bruta 
fulmina, which those who issued them 
did not attempt to enforce, and to which 


those against whom they were issued 


paid no attention. That is the history 
practically of your forty-one proclama- 
tions. 

Then you perceived’ that the only 
thing to do was to betake yourselves, in 
order to terminate the war, to those 
military operations which have been con- 


In June, 1900, you declared , clamation, and we wish that the Govern- 


ment should give us some reason for 
going back to a course of proceedings: 
which in the past has proved neither 
creditable nor effective. We have now 
had a new proclamation. The scope of it 
is to deprive, on a particular date, those 
who continue resistance of the rights. 
which belong to belligerents. We have 
to ask ourselves and to ask the Govern- 
ment whether or not the condition of the 
contest justifies such action. If a man 
who has belligerent rights is captured 
in war, you cannot banish him. As soon 
as peace is effected you must return him 
to his own country, just as he was before. 
Therefore, this proclamation can only 
be defended on the ground that you have 
the right to deprive these men of the 
privileges belonging to them as lawful. 
belligerents, and if there does not exist a 
condition of things to justify such action 
the proclamation is not justifiable. The 
question of belligerent rights is of the 
gravest international importance. It is 
not a mere matter between you and the 
Boers in South Africa alone. It affects the: 
wholeof what I may call the morale of war. 
There has been in successive centuries. 
and generations a code which has been 
gradually adopted to mitigate the ferocity 
of war, and which gives to those engaged 
in war certain rights, and which secures 
them when beaten or captured certain. 
forms of protection which are known 
under the name of belligerent rights. 
Therefore this is a matter not to be 
lightly dealt with. It is a matter upon 
which there has been the most careful 
and anxious consideration in recent 
years. It has been debated by the 
highest authorities with the greatest 
‘ability. The Government of Russia 
invited the Powers to meet in 1874 and 
1875 to draw up a code of the rules and 
'customs of war. Anybody who wishes 
really to get to the bottom of this matter 
should read the account in the Blue-book 
containing the whole of the discussions 
and proposals that were made and the 
manner in which they were treated by 
the Powers of Europe, who were repre- 
sented at that conference. Russia pro- 
| pounded certain articles upon the subject; 
and it very early became apparent in the 
‘discussion of these articles at the Con- 
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ference of the Powers that the views | 
entertained by great military Powers, like | 
Russia, Germany, and, more or less, | 
France, were entirely adverse to the! 
views held by the smaller and weaker | 
Powers, who had not the same great | 
armies and organisation as were possessed 
by such Powers as Russia and Germany, 
and the consequence was that there 
arose a very great conflict of opinion in 
that conference. I cannot weary the 
House by going into the details at any 
length, though I think that they are 
matters of very great importance. But 
there are some things which I cannot | 
leave unmentioned, impressed as I am 
with the enormous importance of the 
question of belligerent rights, which are 
ealled in question by this proclamation. 
As I said just now,the smaller and weaker 
Powers were opposed to the form of the 
resolutions which were put forward by 
the Russian Government. 


They felt 
that they were entirely on the side of | 
great battalions, and that the smaller 
Powers, such as Switzerland, Portugal, 
Spain, Belgium, and Holland, who had 
not great armies, would be unjustly 
oppressed if they were adopted. Let me 
give an example of one of these rules 
which is very much to the purpose in the 
matter involvéd in this proclamation. 
One of the proposals was materially 
altered in the conference in consequence 
of the opposition of these Powers. The 
original proposal of the Russian Govern- 
ment ran— 

“ Individuals belonging to the population of 
a country in which the enemy’s power is 
already established who shall rise in arms 
against them may be handed over to justice, 
and are not to be regarded as prisoners of 
war.” 

In my opinion that is exactly the situation 
which is contemplated by the recent | 
proclamation. That proposal was _ re- | 
jected by the conference, and the follow- | 
ing was substituted in its place— 

“The population of a locality which is not 
yet occupied by the enemy and which takes up 
arms for the defence of its country is to be 
considered as belligerent, and if it is made 
prisoner is to be treated as prisoner of war.” 
That was a vindication of the rights of 
the weaker independent Powers, who 
remonstrated against the original pro- | 
posal. The representative of Switzer- 
land speaking for a country which had 
fought in vindication of its liberty —— 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: What date is it? | 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : This is 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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1874. The representative of Switzerland 
pointed out how the entire population 
of his country rose to defend their inde- 
pendence. He said— 

“that if the history of Switzerland be re- 
ferred to, it will be seen that the entire popu- 
lation of valleys, unorganised and under no 
chief, rose en masse. That is a patriotic sen- 
| timent which cannot be forbidden. The men 
who defend their country are not brigands. 
The Swiss would revolt at such a hypothesis.” 


That was the position taken up 
by what I may call the small, free, 
independent countries who have not at 
their disposal great battalions. There 
were other modifications in the pro- 
posals of Russia. One which was very 
important describes the rights of bel 
ligerents to be enjoyed, not only by 
the Regular Army, but by the Militia 
and Volunteers. I ask the attention of 
the House to the definition of the 
rights of men who do not belong to the 
Regular Army, and to the conditions 
which they must fulfil in order to enjoy 
and maintain belligerent rights. The first 
condition was that these independent 
bodiés should have at their head someone 
responsible for his subordinates. It was 
proposed that they should at the same 
time be subject to orders from head 
quarters. That last sentence was struck 
out because it held to be sufficient if those 
independent bodies, not acting under 
authority from any single head, but act- 
ing under personsresponsiblefor their sub- 
ordinates, such as the mayor of a town or 
other reputable person. Other conditions 
were that they should have some distin- 
guishing badge, recognisableat a distance; 
that they should carry arms openly ; 
and that in their operations they should 
conform to the laws and customs of war. 
On the proposal of Russia it was agreed 
that armed bands not complying with 
these conditions were not to be regarded 
as possessing the rights of belligerents, 
and in case of capture were to be pro- 
ceeded against judicially. The proposal 
of your proclamation is exactly the pro- 
posal which was struck out bythe Russian 
Government in consequence of the gene- 
ral disapproval of it by the Powers of 
Europe. If you are to proceed against the 
men in arms in South Africa judicially, 
how ean you banish them by proclama- 
tion? You are dealing with belligerents 
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| or you are not dealing with belligerents. 


If you are dealing with belligerents you 
have no right to banish them. If they 





985 


are n 
mati 
ceed : 


of tl 
Derb 
Beac 
decla 
mear 
tions 
the s! 
on 
matte 
ment 
on th 
any | 
the p 
Her \ 
and ¢ 
the ¢€ 
agere 
ot an 
WI 
the | 
of w 
unde 
mers’ 
symp 
with 
of It 
in th 
gary, 
count 
side. 
ab fl 
quest 
custo 
on tl 
there 
they) 
to sa 
Sir J 
langu 
as Lo 
: ““ Tl 
ing to 
popul 
the m 
every 
That 
protoy 
opinic 
whicl 
Gove! 
to the 
upon 
that | 
not o 
and | 
lowin: 
are ec 
for th 
distin 


984 
rland 


ation 
inde- 


e re- 
popu- 
er no 
; sen- 
men 
ands. 
sis,’ 


up 
free, 
rt at 
here 
pro- 
very 
bel 
by 
litia 
n of 
the 
the 
ions 
njoy 
first 
dent 
one 
was 
ame 
ead 
uck 
hose 
ider 
act- 
sub- 
nor 
ons 
tin- 
ice; 
ly ; 
yuld 
yar. 
eed 
‘ith 
ded 
nts, 
r0- 
sal 
T0- 
ian 
ne- 
of 
the 
ly, 
na- 
nts 
its. 
‘ou 


ley 





985 Consolidated Fund {15 AuGcust 1901} (Appropriation) Bill. 986 


are not belligerents you cannot by procla-|that they carry arms openly, and 
mation banish them. You must pro-! conduct their operations in accordance 


ceed against them by some law. with the laws and usages of war. That 


I should like to call the attention | is the effect of the amended resolution 
of the House to the despatch of Lord} which came out of the conference, and 
Derby, in the Government of Lord) that was followed by a second article 
Beaconsfield, dated 20th January, 1875,| which included the population of a terri 
declaring how the British Government | tory which has not been occupied who 
meant to deal with these disputed ques- | on the enemy’s approach have taken up 
tions as between the Great Powers and|arms to resist and repel the invading 
the smaller Powers. Lord Derby wrote— | troops without having had time to orga- 

“The careful inlets: < the whole | nise themselves according to Article 1. 

er has convine Mz s Govern- 1 trial atl , Arp 
Oe tel ps thei duey Oe ne og repudiate THE SEC RETARY or STATE For THE 
on the part of Great Britain and her allies in | COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLATN, Bir- 


any future war any proposals for altering | mingham, W.): What about occupation ? 


the principles uf international Jaw upon which . “ CTY 
Her Majesty’s Government has hitherto acted, *Smr WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 


and above all to be a party to any agreement | coming to occupation directly, and there 
the effect of which would be to ‘facilitate the question comes more nearly home. 
aggressive wars and to paralyse the resistance | The question is, ‘* What is the occupation 
ot an invaded people. ? s 3 2 
. on . , | which decides the rights as belligerents 
What characteristic is there which! , “a 4h" Ge as om 
the history of this country displays and rilipss: “ngarvedae nada Mller sicily viteu-eger 
e history 0 f y 8 Sa : “ 
op hich Sh ss aie aaa He that | °° call attention to the “ Manual 
iat we an i re ; : 
A ieee nt» ».7 | Military Law,” published in 1899 as 
under the Administration of Lord Pal-|. 3) 04. RIVET 
APE RE instructions to Her Majesty's officers 
merston and other Administrations the li ; 
: ; and men. There military occupation 
sympathies of this country have been) «. ; ; 
bee in aiiaRia am Mas dedicates | most accurately defined. Here we 
with the w s Sig oS Ad . 
tl ‘ 88'S | find what military occupation on the 
of Italy, in the struggles of Belgium, ois fe 
the sevuaahe of the FO d of H part of an invader is— 
in the struggle of the Poles and o un- ** An invader is stated to be in military occu- 
gary, the feelings and sympathies of this | pation of such part of a country asis wholly 
country have been with the weaker | abandoned by the forces of the enemy.” 
side. Now, Sir, I come to the conference Can you predicate that of any part of 
at The Hague. There among other South Africa at the present moment ? 
questions were considered the laws and | It goes on— 
customs of war ina revised shape, founded | “The occupation must be real and not 
on the original Russian proposals, and | nominal. A paper occupation is infinitely more 
there, with considerable modifications, | objectionable in its character and effects than 
| 


| @ paper blockade.” 
they received a certain assent. Tam happy ghee ae Se ore 
to say that the British representative, | pal paged aba oe 


of a portion of a coast when you cannot 
Sir John Ardagh, speaking i in the same P Ll TT : “yee: 
blockade the whole. The manual goes 


language and acting in the same direction } 

sa Tall Wieeiia: eapnmail jon to state that— 

saleccosphentnatprsin ake, 06 iia) | “The true test of military occupation is ex- 
‘That nothing should be considered as tend- | ¢lusive possession.’ 

ing to diminish the rights which belong to the | Have vou at this moment exclusive 


population of an invaded country to oppose F a 
the most energetic resistance to the invader by | possession of the Transvaal or the Orange 


every legitimate means.’ | River Colony ? I may, indeed, ask the 

That proposal was not included in the|same question even of Cape Colony.— 

protocol, because there was a general; “For example”— 

opinion that that was a sentiment of proceeds the manual— 

thi P > _ s ¢ > — se : . . : * 

which all the Pow ers approv ed. As a/| “the reduction of a fortress which dominates 

Government we did not become parties | the surrounding country gives military posses- 

to the convention, but what was agreed sion of the dominated country, but not of any 
: - | other fortress which has not submitted.” 

upon by most of the Powers was this, age san 

that the rights and duties of war apply | *S “4 ‘i pe ngee Laces “P's a 

not only to armies, but also to Militia | CCUPAUON OF these provinces * Jnen 


and Volunteer corps fulfilling the fol- | ¥& 27° told that— 
‘ ‘Military occupation ceases as soon as the 


lowing conditions—namely, that they forces of the invader retreat or advance in such 
are commanded by a person responsible | a manner as to loosen their hold on the occu- 
for their conduct, that they have a fixed | pied territory.” 

distinction recognisable at a distance, | Therefore, there clearly can only be 
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military occupation of territory where 
your military forces are operating 


for the time, and any part which your 
military forces do not effectively occupy 
at the time is not in your occupation, 
and until you have made your occupation 
effective over every part of an enemy’s 
territory you cannot assert that you are 
entitled to deny belligerent rights to 
those to whom you’are opposed. You 
cannot treat the inhabitants as rebels, 
and until peace is concluded or you 
have a complete and effective mili- 
tary occupation of the whole territory 
your proclamation of annexation is 
nothing but a paper annexation. So 
much for occupation. What does this 


British manual say with regard to the— 


character that the men in arms against 


you must possess in order to exercise | 


and enjoy belligerent rights? It says 
that the first duty of a citizen is to defend 


his country, but this defence must be | 


conducted according to the usages and 
customs of war. It then states the 
rules which apply to countries which 
have regular armies and regular organi- 
sations, and proceeds to say that—- 

“ No rule can be Jaid down which is not sub- 
ject to great exceptions. For example, the 
usages and customs of war do not justify a 
commander in putting to death or even punish- 
ing the inhabitants of a town after the attack 


has ceased on the ground that they fought | 


against him without uniform or distinctive mark 
asallthe inhabitants of a town may be considered 
as legitimate enemies unti] the town is taken. 
Similarly a popuiation which rises en masse 
in a country not occupied by the enemy are 
entitled to be treated as prisoners of war, and 
not as marauders.” 
These are the rules with regard to occu- 
pation. Unless the country is oceupied 
totally and in every part in the military 
and exclusive sense, you are not entitled 
to treat as marauders the men stillin arms 
in defence of their own country. Then, 
again, it is stated in this manual that— 
‘Where the regular government of a country 


has been overthrown by civil tumult the absence | 
_having the power | plete is their occupation, they said His 
to make peace would not in itselt disentitle | . 


of a recognised Government having the power 


organised bodies of men, clearly distinguishable 


as foes, fighting in accordance with the customs | 


of war to be treated when captured as prisoners 
of war.” 

Nothing can be more clear than these 
instructions, which are printed and 
published for the instruction of the 
British Army, and I cannot help think- 
ing that it is for that reason that this 
proclamation was not recommended by 
Lord Kitchener. How did this pro- 

Sir William Harcourt. 
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|clamation originate ? It is not the pro- 
clamation of the High Commissioner or 
of the Commander-in-Chief in the field. 
It is not a proclamation which suggested 
itself to His Majesty’s Government. | 
venture to affirm that this proclamation, 
which is an entire innovation in the 
laws and customs of war, is an emanation 
from the brains of the Ministers of Natal. 
We have not the smallest indication that 
His Majesty’s Government suggested it 
or that Lord Kitchener was consulted by 
them on the matter. It comes from 
Natal. It is founded not upon the fact 
that the war is over, but upon the state- 
ment of the Ministers of Natal on 25th 
July, 1901. They said— 

“There isa protracted continuance of hosti- 
lities. The colony is sti]i subjected to the cen- 
sorship and to martial law.” 
and then they proceed to recommend, 
first of all, that the cost of the main- 
tenance of all women and children should 
be chargeable against the immovable 
property of burghers in the field, and 
that the leaders should be informed that 
unless they and their commandoes sur- 
rendered by a date specified they would 
be banished from South Africa for life. 
That is the idea which sprung out of the 
heads of the Ministers of Natal. They 
sent it home. We have no account of 
any opinion given upon it by Lord 
Kitchener, and I should be glad to hear 
from the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the idea was communicated to Lord 
Kitchener before the proclamation was 
drawn up; and, if so, whether he will 
| give the House Lord Kitchener’s opinion 
on it; for I find that within five days 
the proclamation was drafted on the 
scheme of the Ministers of Natal and 
sent out to Lord Kitchener with direc- 
tions to him to publish it. And in such 
a hurry was it drawn that those at home 
had not taken time to ascertain the 
facts. When it was necessary to con- 
sider the preamble, to show how com- 


Majesty's Government is in complete 
possession of the Treasury of the Boers. 
'Of course everybody knows that they 
never were in possession of the Treasury, 


‘and a week afterwards they found this 


‘out, and telegraphed out to correct that 
iby striking the word “ Treasury” out 
of the proclamation. Then it was neces- 
|sary to telegraph out to correct the 
|grammar of the proclamation. This js 


the character of the proclamation which 
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endeavours to lay upon an elaborate) men, when you have conquered and 
preamble the foundation for what I say | captured them in war, belligerent rights. 
is a denial of belligerent rights to the | It proceeds— 
Boers who are still remaining in arms. | © Kad ‘whereas it ls: just to proceed: against 
They say they are in complete possession | those still resisting, and especially aga‘nst 
of the seat of government of both the| those persons who, being ‘n_ possession 
aforesaid Republics—that is true—of the | 0 @uthority, are responsible for the con- 
Treas that i —" or tinuance of the present state of lawlessness, 
ee ee red and are instigating their fellow-burghers to con- 
public offices and machinery of ao tinue their hostilities.” 
reagewssce cles eth so aia @"| The allegation apparently is that these 
towns and the whole of the railway ‘ine. | yen are marauders, that they are not 
sey pttettone oy eo ee cat acting under authority, and that there 
4 ann ; is nobody who is responsible for their 
say, if the accounts one reads in the . : 

. . 7 y clamat 
newspapers are true, that these countries roy h road! = abe Pe 1a ha stoke 
sti 3 Seer ‘li enles that ; 1t points out that they are 
are not in complete and effective military persons acting under the guidance of 

. . ie J 
a hg a wor tine pion persons in authority, that there are per- 
; “i eri, : sons in authority who are still con- 
rn ae jo have a Tight ducting this conflict. These are the 

: : Ae sabi. | persons against whom your penalties 
the policy of the Government in this Sali Micah.” Claaauieeaiaead | eb 
matter. We are told by people who cornets, and leaders of armed bands.” 
pretend to know--t have seen s conigent It is proved in your own proclamation 
= seated ee eee ree d that these are organised bodies within 
ad that Restorts reat saan af ten = | the definition I have read to you, which 
nt pot scguidiat es We ought Dy | recognises that they are entitled to 
k ns aneth ‘ omer 8 I | belligerent rights. A body is organised 

ge le soesiny- leone andleanier Prien idle: | whether it consists of 10,000 or 100 men 
tof thse 30000 me alae nutes long as theyre ating” ccoring 
sreeont Commander-in-Chief is to leave, to the rules and customs of war and 
as the last one did, on the assumption under the leadership of responsible men, 

‘ nig cer oe : muses and you have laid no foundation for the 
aie 6 Peasy ec gryewl Medes ie | proceedings for which this proclamation 

a vim’ - | is issued. 
policy. But what I call attention to ot Te: 
this—that the preamble of this pro-| Let me ask here what it is you 
damation lays no foundation whatever | €xpect to gain by these penalties which 
ior the penalties which it professes to| YOu proclaim in this document? You 

say that these leaders are to be 


impose. It proceeds to say that— : é 

“the burghers are devoid of regular military banished. Again, I must ask, how do 
organ‘sation, and are therefore unable to carry | YOU propose to banish them—under what 
on regular warfare, or to offer organ’sed| authority and in what capacity? If 
resistance.” they are prisoners of war who have been 
What do you mean by organised resist-| captured while fighting for the defence 
ance? So far as we know, these com- | of their own country there is no authority 
nandos that still exist in these countries | left to you at all—they are entitled to 
lulfil the conditions that I have read—j return to their own country. If you 
tither those proposed at Brussels or| choose to keep these countries under 
those agreed to at The Hague, or those | martial law you may expel them and do 
defined in the Manual of Instructions. | what you like with them. Is that your 
“They are not under the command of|scheme? Are you going to keep these 
responsible men.”” They are under the/| countries, when the war is over, under 
command of De Wet, Botha, Delarey,| martial law in order that you may 
and many others, and are therefore under | banish these men who are respected and 
the command of responsible persons, | regarded by their fellow-countrymen ! 
ithough they may not be acting from | You cannot banish them except by some 
any single centre. Therefore this allega-| process of law. Are you going to indict 
tion is not, in my judgment, an allega |them for treason? Conceive an in- 
tion upon which to establish the autho-|dictment against General Botha for 
tity which enables you to deny to these treason for breach of his allegiance to 
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| but the moment you march your troops 


face of it. There is no authority for|away that part is reoccupied by the 


doing such a thing atall. You might as 
well induct ex-President Kruger as a 
British subject and a rebel. That is 
what I call a paper occupation, and a 
mere paper annexation does not 
make traitors of all these men who 
were in arms, who are in arms, and have 
been in arms ever since the annexation. 
In the case of Lord Durham there was 
an attempt—it absolutely failed— to 
establish a right to banish men who 
unquestionably were rebels without legal 
proceedings and without legal indict- 
ment. Is that the proceeding you 
are going to take against the leaders— 
Botha, De Wet, Delarey? But against 
the other men—the common herd—you 
are going toinvent a most extraordinary 
proceeding. However it entered into 
the heads of the Ministers of Natal to 
adopt such a policy I cannot conceive. 
It amounts to a bill for board and lodging 
against the men whom you capture in 
war for taking care of their wives and 
families whom you have carried off 
against their will. If ever there was a case 
of nec cauponantes bellum,sed belligerantes 
it is this, and certainly it would have 
encouraged Napoleon, if he were alive, 
to level against us the taunt, “a nation 
of shopkeepers.”’ In what capacity are 
you going to charge them? If, as I 
contend, these men are entitled to 
belligerent rights, you cannot charge 
them for your board and lodging at St. 
Helena and Ceylon. Why should you 
charge them for keeping their wives and 
families in prison for your own conveni- 
ence or their protection in camps of con- 
centration? It seems to me to be an 
utterly unreasonable proposal, and one 
which is impolitic and unwise in the 
highest degree. It is said the war is 
coming to a condition in which you may 
treat it as no war at all. Is that true? 
Just test it in one way. The refugees at 
the Cape are extremely anxious to return 
to Johannesburg and Pretoria; they 
cannot be allowed to go back because 
you cannot ensure them sufficient food, 
for the whole of the railways, which you 
say you are in possession of, are required 
for carrying supplies for your own army. 
That is a very partial occupation. Weare 


told that the country is being scoured. 
It is being scoured at a particular part, 


Sir William Harcow't. 


/enemy. I have come to the conclusion 
that there is no military feature in the 
situation which justifies the refusal of 
the rights of war to the Boers now in 
arms. I believe every man in this 
House and country believes this war 
should be brought to the earliest possible 
conclusion, and if I thought this pro- 
clamation would have any effect in that 
direction I should look at it with very 
different eyes. But I do not believe 











anything of the kind. I believe the 
proclamation will irritate without being 
effectual, that it will not frighten into 
submission the men against whom it is 
directed. It is founded upon principles 
which, I believe, are not consistent with 
the laws and customs of war as they 
have been understood in modern times 
and by civilised nations. It will ex- 
asperate your opponents without helping 
you to subdue them. It will have the 
effect, I am quite sure, abroad of leading 
to still greater exasperation of feeling 
against this country if they can bring 
against us the charge that, in order to 
overpower these people, we have resorted 
to methods which do not belong to 
legitimate warfare. For these reasons 
I hope this proclamation may be allowed 
to sink into abeyance, and that we shall 
hear no more of it for the future. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
listened to the speech which has been 
delivered by the right hon. Gentleman, 
but I confess that at its close I am 
quite unable to conceive what could have 
been his object in making it at this 
period. I can judge of its effect, but I 
hannot understand what view the right 
con. Gentleman took of the advantage 
of such a disquisition. The right hon. 
Gentleman has endeavoured to show 
that the action of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is absurd, impracticable, illegal, 
futile, illegitimate, contrary to the prac- 
tices of civilised warfare, contrary to the 
declarations of other civilised States, 
and, of course, to the extent to which 
he is successful he does undoubtedly 
weaken the hands of His Majesty's 
Government, and he does provoke 
and confirm. that prejudice which 
already exists in the minds of foreign 
nations with regard to our proceedings. 
I quite understand the position of the 
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right hon. Gentleman, that this war | sible to give a connected account of a 


was an unjust war into which we ought 
never to have entered, but I do not 
understand why, under those circum- 
stances, when he says his one desire is 
to see it brought to a peaceful conclusion, 
he is continually interposing and inter- 
vening with language and arguments 
which, if they mean anything and have 
any effect at all, will certainly have a 
tendency to prolong the war. The right 
hon. Gentleman has demanded a state- 
ment with regard to the military situa- 
tion. He seems to have forgotten that 
only a few days ago a similar and very 
natural request was made to me by the 
Leader of the Opposition, and that I then 
gave to the House all the information it 
was possible for me to give. If the right 
hon. Gentleman wants to induce me to 
make again prophecies such as, he says, 
we have made in the past and have in- 
variably proved untrue, I decline alto- 
gether to be led to do so. It is quite true 
that the anticipations of everybody who 
has spoken with regard to this war have 
not been fulfilled as we should have 
wished them to be. Under those circum- 
stances, I am not rash enough to indulge 
in further prophecies, but I stated no 
later than Friday week all we knew of 
the present position and the grounds for 
anticipating that it would be within the 
power of the Commander-in-Chief to 
send home a considerable number of 
troops at the termination of the winter 
campaign. 

The right hon. Gentleman asked me 
with regard to a report or statement 
which, I believe, appears in the news- 








| series of isolated skirmishes and con- 
| tinuous pursuit by our troops of ever- 
/evading Boer commandos. 


The general 
result is sufficiently clearly stated in the 
weekly returns that are made of the 
net consequence of the operations which 
are being pursued. Last week Lord 
Kitchener was able to announce that the 
efforts of his force had been more suc- 
cessful than in any previous week, 
though that was not anticipated, because, 
as I pointed out on a previous occasion, 
we had already taken so many prisoners 
that it was to be expected that the 
number captured each week would 
gradually lessen. I shall come later to 
what, in my opinion, has had that very 
satisfactory effect. 

Then the right hom. Gentleman went 
on to speak about a new policy which had 
been adopted, and he indicated that 
the policy was somehow or other con- 
nected with the employment of natives. 
Nothin'g of that kind has been said from 
this bench. I stated distinctly on a pre- 
vious occasion that the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government was the policy 
which they have declared from the first 
—not to employ native troops for offen- 
sive purposes in this war—and the 
reason, of course, is on the surface ; I 
need not repeat it. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman went on to denounce a state- 
ment which I had made with regard to 
our perfect freedom to employ natives in 
any future war, and he talked about the 
days of Chatham and the employment of 
Indians in the war with America. It is 
quite true that Chatham denounced, 





papers this morning to theeffect that Lord | perhaps on good grounds, the employ- 
Kitchener is coming home on September | ment of Indians in the American War, 
15th, and that a large number of troops | but certainly, if I am to pay attention to 
are also coming home with him. I have | that example, I should be rather careful 
nothing to add to what I have said | of what I said of the employment of 
before with regard to the troops. With | natives, lest, like Chatham, I should find 
regard to Lord Kitchener, the statement | myself a few years afterwards employing 
is absolutely without foundation. The them in a war, as was done in the case of 
right hon. Gentleman complains that. the Seven Years War and when we were 
we give so little information. I have fighting the French in Canada. 


explained previously that we give tothe ip WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 


House every thing we ourselves recelve. | American War was after the Seven Years 
To complain of those who furnish us | wa; 


with information would, I think, be | 

extremely unfair, for when you come to, Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is 
consider the present state of hostilities in | perfectly true; my history is at fault. 
South Africa and the size of the country It is perfectly certain that the employ- 
you will see that it is absolutely impos- | ment of Indians by civilised Government 


2P2 
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was common on both sides in those days. 
What I was going to say was this. The 
employment of natives then was on a 
scale and under conditions which cer- 
tainly no civilised nation would for a 
moment consent to at the present time. 
The Indians were employed under their 
own chiefs ; they exercised all their own 
barbarous customs, and they were pro- 
perly described by the right hon. Gentle- 
man as savages. But the right hon. 


Gentleman would not, I imagine, for one , 


moment apply the description to our 
Indian troops. 


Stk WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
not say they were. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We have 
had Indian troops in China; we have 
had Indian troops side by side with the 
troops of four or five civilised nations, 
and let me say they did not prove 
themselves the least inferior to the troops 
of those civilised nations. 


I did 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I did 
not say they were. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Under 


these circumstances, why does the right 
hon. Gentleman complain of my state- 
ment that we consider our hands to be 
free in any future war, whether with a 
civilised nation or not, to employ native 
troops, if we can employ them under 
conditions in which we are certain 
that they are under civilised control ? 
That is the statement I made on a pre- 
vious occasion, and I adhere to it. Iam 
not going to be frightened from it by the 
denunciations, on insufficient grounds, 
ot the right hon. Gentleman. These 
after all were only hors-d’wuvre. The 
long speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
was devoted almost entirely to the 
proclamation which has just been issued. 
With regard to that proclamation, he 
began by alluding to his own satisfaction 
that we had issued a number of other 
proclamations, all of which had been 
absolutely futile. I deny absolutely that 
those proclamations have been futile, 
or that any of them have been futile, or 
that there is a single one of them which 


cannot be said to have produced, at all, 


events to some extent, the effect which it 
was desired to produce. The best 
answer that I can give to the right hon. 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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Gentleman consists in this. At the pre- 
sent time we have as prisoners or as. 
surrendered more than 35,000 of the 
enemy in our hands. I attribute, I must 
say, a good number of those captures,. 
and still more of those surrenders, to 
the effect of those proclamations which 
the right hon. Gentleman, on very in- 
sufficient evidence, declares to have been 
entirely futile. 

Then he says this proclamation deprives. 
the enemy of the rights of belligerents. 
It does nothing of the kind. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean to lay down, 
as a result of all this reading of bicks 
on military law and the proceedings of 
conferences in Belgium and at The Hague 
that if you go to war with a country 
and conquer that country you have no 
power to prevent the return there of 
anybody you please—that it is a belliger- 
ent right of everybody who has fought 
against you to return to that country ? 
The proposition is perjectly absurd. In 
this case these colonies—the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colonies—are part 
of His Majesty’s dominions. We have a 
right to make a law in those colonies, as 
we have a right to make a law here if we 
choose; to banish, to expel from the 
country any persons whose presence there 
we may consider to be undesirable, and 
all we have done by the proclamation is- 
to warn certain persons that if they do 
not surrender by 15th September those: 
proceedings will be taken against them. 
We shall prohibit their return and they 
will be expelled from South Africa. 
The right hon. Gentleman asked what 
was the origin of the proclamation. 
He says it was not a proclamation sug- 
gested to us by Lord Kitchener or Lord 
Milner, or a proclamation which entered 
into our own brain, but was the product 
of the ingenuity of the Ministers of Natal. 
It that had been true I should not have 


‘thought the worse of it on that account. 


At any rate the Ministers of Natal have a 
right to be heard in this matter. Their 
interests in it are more direct than those 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and they are 
most likely to know the means which are 
best to conduce to the peace which he and 
they desire. 

The right hon. Gentleman is not of 
course aware of all the circumstances 
of the case, and perhaps it would be 


satisfactory to him if I state that the 
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right hon. Gentleman is apparently 
mistaken in what he imagines has taken 
place. This proclamation, with one ex- 
ception, was in print and approved by the 
Cabinet before we received the suggestion 
of the Ministers of Natal. Therefore, 
although that is the first document 
which appears in the papers, it is only 
printed as showing the feeling of the 
colonies on the subject. But it does 
happen that the suggestion arose almost 
contemporaneously in the minds of the 
Ministers of Natal and the Government. 
I say with one exception, which is a new 
one made by the Ministers in Natal, 
that the cost of keeping the women and 
children in the camps should be made 
a charge on the burghers. I think the 
suggestion went further than the one 
we adopted, because it seemed to be 
that the charge should be on the whole 
of the burghers still in the field, whereas 
we have put it as a charge only on those to 
whom the families belong. The right hon. 
Gentleman is pleased to be humorous at 
the expense of this suggestion which we 
have now adopted, and for which we are 
fully responsible. I confess I do not share 
his view. The principal object of this 
proclamation is to bring about the ter- 
mination of the war and the surrender 
of those still in the field. One cause of 
the prolongation of the war is the fact 
that the burghers may continue to make 
war with little risk to themselves and no 
risk whatever to their families. We are 
taking care of their families and _pro- 
viding for them in a much better way 
than they were ever provided for before, 
and meanwhile their husbands and 
brothers are in the field fighting against 
us, certain that no loss whatever will 
result to them. If we can by some small 
penalty bring home to them that they 
cannot continue this without some 
pecuniary loss, I think we shall have 
done a very important thing. I will say 
incidentally that the statement of the 
tight hon. Gentleman that these people 
in the camps are practically our prisoners 
is not strictly accurate. It is true there 
is a certain amount of supervision over 
them, but that supervision is so loose 
that I am informed by good authority 
that there would be no difficulty in their 
escaping if they really had any desire to 
do so. They do not complain, but such 


<omplaints as we hear are made for them 
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and not by them. I have authority tor 
the statement that those Boers who are 
confined, with a few exceptions, express 
themselves upon all occasions to those 
who visit them as satisfied that every- 
thing has been done that can be done to 
treat them fairly under the cireum- 
stances. 

I come back again to the legal views of 
the right hon. Gentleman with regard to 
belligerent rights. I have explained that 
that is entirely irrelevant to the proposal 
to banish certain persons as being un- 
desirable inhabitants of our territory. 
We are only dealing with countries 
which we have made our own by con- 
quest, and in which we have a right to 
make whatever laws we please, and if we 
make a law to expel certain persons from 
the country because we consider them 
undesirable, we have a right to do so. 
It has been done again and again by 
civilised Powers. What was done by the 
Germans in Alsace-Lorraine? They 
gave an option to the French inhabitants 
to take the oath of allegiance or leave the 
country. <A great many refused to take 
the oath, and were permanently exiled. 
What the Germans had a right to do 
we have an equal right to do in the case 
of the Orange River Colony and the 
Transvaal. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man went much further than that. 
What we understand by the right of a 
belligerent is not a right to return to his 
country unless it remains under his 
Government, and not if it is annexed. 
What we understand by belligerent rights 
is that a belligerent’s personal property 
will not be confiscated, and he will not be 
executed except for conduct contrary to 
the usages of war. So long as these 
people are entitled to belligerent rights, 
we shall interpret those rights as the right 
hon. Gentleman does. But he must 
admit there is a line between belligerents 
and these banditti guerillas, who are not 
entitled to belligerent rights. 

There must come a point when that is 
the case. It has come in every war 
which was ever conducted. It came in 
the civil war in the United States, and 
in the Franco-German War. What was 
the action of the Germans with regard 
to the franc tireurs? It was to declare 
that they refused to recognise as 
belligerents men who were in arms 
against them, firing at their soldiers from 
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comparatively safe positions, and next 
day were peaceful villagers working at 
their various industries. I do not say that 
position has yet arrived in the case of the 
South African colonies, but it may arise, 
and it it does we reserve to ourselves the 
rights exercised by other civilised nations 
under similar circumstances. Although 
it has not arrived, there have been un- 
questionably acts done by the bands now 
in the field against us which come at all 
events near to the dividing line which 
the right hon. Gentleman admits must 
one day be established between the two 
classes of fighting men. I noticed that 
all the passages which the right hon. 
Gentleman read out of military law 
(including quotations from a distinguished 
foreigner) on the subject state that one 
ot the conditions which justifies a man 
in claiming belligerent rights is that he 
should have a distinguishing mark or 
badge. That the Boers have never had, 
although I do not attach much import- 
ance to that so long as they were moving 
in large bodies, but in no organised 
fashion. But if split up, as they are, 
into bands of two and three, sneaking 
in between our posts to commit acts of 
violence and outrage, and, as I say, of 
murder, it becomes of importance. If 
that sort of thing occurs we may have 
reached the dividing line contemplated 
evidently by the great authorities which 
the right hon. Gentleman quoted. 

To whom of all the great nations of the 
world would he go if he wanted an 
example of honourable treatment of an 
honourable foe? I imagine he would go 
in the first instance to the United States. 
I am now going back to what the United 
States did in the civil war forty years ago. 
Everyone who knows anything about 
it and, as I have, talked to the principal 
actors in the war, knows that in what 
they believed to be the interests of 
humanity, and to bring the conflict 
to the earliest possible conclusion, they 
took steps against belligerents and persons 
not belligerents which exceeded in hard- 


{COMMONS} 





) authority from the de 
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greater humanity to make the war in- 
tolerable, that it should be speedily 
brought to an end. I am not going 
into this great controversy. What hap- 
pened in the case of the Philippines ! 
I take it because it has many points 
of resemblance with the war in which 
we have been engaged. The Filippinos 


are spread over a large country which is 


extremely difficult, although for other 
reasons than the Transvaal, and after 
the first battles the Americans were 
never able to come across anything like an 
organised force, and the war degenerated 


into a guerilla war, whieh lasted a little: 


over two years, and now, I hope, has. 
been brought to a final eonelusion. But 
in November, 1899, the year before 
the termination of the war, General 
McArthur wrote (and if anyone will 
substitute ‘South Africa” in this 
passage for the Philippines they will see 
the analogy)— 

“The so-called Philippine Republic is 
destroyed. The colony is a desert. The 
President of the so-called Republic is a fugi- 
tive and all his Cabinet officers except one, 
who is in my hands. The Executive depart- 
ment is entirely broken up. The generals are- 
separated without any power of conference or 
concerted action. The authority under which 
the army was brought into the field no longer 
exists. The army itself as an organisation has 
disappeared as a consequence of these facts, 
which are now on historical reeord. Men who 

rofessed to lead small bodies for guerilla war- 
‘are must act without even a shadow of 
‘acto Government, and 
the operations from this time onwards will be 
the result of individual whim. In other words, 
the men who now try to continue the strife 
by individual action simply become leaders of 
banditti.” 

Then General McArthur recommended 
that a proclamation should be issued 
(he has a higher opinion of proclamations 
than the right hon. Gentleman) offering 
amnesty to all who surrendered within 
the stated time on the payment of 
thirty pesetas, who gave up a rifle, 
accompanying it with the emphatic 
declaration that after the date fixed the 
killing of American soldiers would be 
regarded as murder, and all persons 


ship anything we have done in this war. ‘concerned therein would be treated as 


Talk of farm-burning ! 


in his 
have talked to 


by General Sherman 
through Georgia. I 


Farm-burning | murderers. 
in South Africa was trivial to the devas- | 
tation of an enormous tract of country | 
march | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : Was this acted upon ? 


J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 


Me. 


General Sherman, and he justified it on General McArthur was Commander-in- 


the ground I have stated—that it was 
Mr. J. Chamberlin. 


Chief. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is that 
your policy ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If this 
war degenerates into a war of banditti, 
if the actions are no longer the actions 


. of belligerents, but the actions of in- 


dividual brigands, yes, certainly. In 
doing so we shall be following the example 
of every civilised nation that has ever 
gone to war. Now the right hon. 
Gentleman asks in conclusion what we 
shall gain by the proclamation. It 
appears to me we cannot fail to gain by 
it; we must gain by it in one way or 
other. From what we know of the war, 


_ from reports nearly every prisoner has 


made to us, from correspondence pub- 
lished, and other correspondence which 
we can lay on the Table, all point to the 
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the greatest advantage we can hope for— 
we may so influence them as to bring 
about an immediate end of the war. 
That is worth trying. If we cannot 
influence a single leader it is still worth 
issuing a proclamation of this kind, 
which I hope will have a useful results 
But if it fails in that respect, at all events 
it will rid the Colony of men who have 
shown themselves by their action to be 
utterly irreconcilable, and who, if they 
remain, will be a continual source of 
difficulty. Any way you take it the 
proclamation must be a success ; it will 
do good now by bringing the war to a 
close, or hereafter it will prevent a 
recrudescence of trouble. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): Of all the ex- 





fact that it is the action of the leaders of 


traordinary coincidences which I have 


these men that is keeping these men in|ever heard the coincidence which led 
the field, and that the majority of them, | the Government to advise the issuing 
at any rate, who are in the field would | of this proclamation is the most extra- 


be glad if they could without sacrifice | 


of pride come in. I think it is a very | 
creditable feeling on their part. They | 
are not, of course, except, perhaps, in a | 
very few instances, compelled by violence | 
to remain, but they do not like—and it is | 
a very natural feeling—to be the first to | 
surrender. It is the action of the late. 
Transvaal Government, of Mr. Kruger | 
and his friends in Holland, and the| 
principal leaders of the Boer forces which | 
is now continuing a war which they | 
know, which they admit in every) 
document passing between them which 

we have seen, is aimless and _ useless, | 
except on the assumption that something | 
may turn up to their advantage in the | 
shape of foreign intervention or change | 
of opinion in this country. They keep 
on the war solely, according to their 
own account, in the hope of foreign inter- 
vention or reaction here, and we know 
perfectly well how futile such expecta- 
tions are. But, most unfortunately for 
the Boers, they are less educated as to the 
state of feeling here or on the Continent, 
and their leaders have deceived them 
over and over again, and a great part of 
their losses and the subsequent miseries 
they will suffer are due entirely to| 
misapprehension of the situation. If we 
can bring home to these people that they 
personally will suffer by continuing 
longer in the field we may—and that is 








ordinary. I cannot understand what 
the account given to us of the origin of 
this proclamation really is. Was it, 
as the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
says, already in print here before it was 
suggested to the Government of Natal ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE: Then the 
right hon. Gentleman said there was a 
suggestion from the Government of 
Natal which was accepted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. I 
said that with one exception, to which I 
referred, the proclamation had _ been 
approved by the Government of Natal. 
The section which we accepted from 
the Government of Natal was the 
provision in respect to charging burghers 
with the cost of the maintenance of their 
families. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE: I will not 
press the point of this extraordinary 
coincidence, but it does strike me as 
most extraordinary. The reply of the 
Colonial Secretary to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire does not strike me as answer- 
ing the arguments which the right hon. 
Gentleman used. The Colonial Secretary 
instanced the case of Alsace as showing 
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that you have the right to punish people 
who have been in arms against you. I 
wish to remind the right hon. Gentle- 


| *Sirr CHARLES DILKE: I under. 
| stood the Secretary of State for War to 
‘complain of that as the revelation of an 


man that there was no attempt in the | official secret, and I want to know what 
case of Alsace to punish anybody until military steps the Government are 
after there had been a treaty of peace | taking, whether or not they are ade- 


conceding Alsace to the conquerors ; 
and even then there was nothing in the 
nature of a real punishment, because 
what was done was to force people to 
adopt one or other nationality, and it 
was the indirect effect of the application 
of the military system that caused a 
virtual banishment. 
case of Alsace is no answer. 
right hon. friend argued very fully and 
fairly was that you have not at present a 
sufficient military occupation of these 
territories in South Africa to justify 
the issuing of a proclamation like this. 
Personally I am deeply concerned 
as to the military steps which have 
been taken by the Government, and 
I agree with my right hon. friend 
that there seems to be an attempt to 
substitute proclamations for victories 
in the field. It is upon this aspect of the 
military situation that I should like for 
a very few minutes to engage the atten- 
tion of the House. Of course I do no 
know what is the belief in the mind of 
the Government as to the possibility 
of safely withdrawing from South Africa, 
as they propose, a very large proportion 
of the troops engaged there at present. 
My right hon. friend speaks of that as a 
suggestion, and he did not seem to 
think that it had been officially pro- 


claimed as the policy of the Govern- 


ment ; but when the Secretary of State 
for War had a difference of opinion a 
short time ago with a London news- 
paper, I understood him to say that 
one of the revelations of official secrets 
which that newspaper had made was 
the revelation of the intention of bring- 
ing home a very large proportion of the 
troops in South Africa. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the right 


hon. Baronet will refer to what I said on | 


behalf of the Government, he will find 
I did not say a very large proportion. 
That I should understand to mean some- 
thing more than half. There is no 
intention of doing anything of that 


kind. 


Sir Charles Dithe. 


| quate to the situation, and whether they 
| make up for the weakening of the military 
policy by the withdrawal of the troops 
'which has been referred to. I do not 
| know whether there are peace negotia- 
tions on foot, although I have heard 
‘rumours to that effect. 


At all events the | 
What my | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My right 
|hon. friend is entitled to put a hypo- 
| thesis, but if I do not intervene it may 
_be taken to have some foundation in 
‘fact. There is no foundation for the 
| rumour that peace negotiations of any 
_kind are going on. 
| 
| *Srr CHARLES DILKE: Then I 
;want to know what is the military 
situation in Cape Colony at the present 
time. As regards the Transvaal and 
| Orange River Colony the military situa- 
,tion has improved, but as regards Cape 
‘Colony I have good grounds for my state- 
|ment that the military situation is less 
‘good than it was six months ago. I 
‘cannot but believe that the invasion 
of Cape Colony is bleeding South Africa 
Ito a degree almost inconceivable. It is 
| the duty of the Government, and that is 
| the feeling in the conntry, not to with- 
‘draw troops from South Africa without 
seeing that the character and quality 
of the troops remaining are such as to 
give probability of military success in 
| Cape Colony. That I am unable to see. 
|Is the military situation in the colony 
| being met with the strenuous energy it 
| requires ? I believe it is not. Although 
the strength of the Boer forces in the late 
Transvaal Republic has _ considerably 
‘diminished lately, I do not believe that 
_has been the case in Cape Colony. Letters 
from officers conducting military opera- 
tions show the contrary. When the 
invasion took place in December mounted 
Boers traversed the Colony 500 miles 
in one direction, 450 miles in another, 
and almost reached the sea on both 
sides, and though it has been said that 
the invaders have been driven off, vet 


‘military operations continue in the 
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districts reached by the Boers in, war in South Africa is of such a character 
December last. that we cannot afford to treat it lightly. 
In the Calvinia district and in the} This guerilla warfare I do not believe 
Willowmore district, both to the south | can possibly be brought to an end by 
and west of Cape Town, the Boers are | proclamation. It can only be done by 
still close to the sea, and away from | warlike operations conducted by the 
the railways are controlling the | most effective kind of military force. 1 
administration of the greater part of | should like to read a condensation of a 
Cape Colony. Our general officers com- translation of what was written by one of 
manding in the field are continually |the greatest authorities on warfare, 
forced to send reinforcements and sup- | Clausewitz, in his immortal work in the 
plies to posts practically kept in a state |‘ Armed Nation ” chapter of the book on 
of siege by the Boers, and this has been | ‘ Defence,” chapter 26, book vi. I quote 
going on since December last. My con- | these words because Isay that theGovern- 
tention is that the Government ought to | ment ought to have foreseen the nature 
have known all this beforehand. They | of this war and ought to have made 
ought to have realised in December last | the only kind of preparation which can be 
what the situation in Cape Colony was, | effective against this kind of warfare— 
and they ought to have made prepara-| “ However smail and weak a State may be, 
tions which they did not make to meet | if it foregoes a last supreme effort there is no 
that situation. They were asked to send | longer any soul left init. . . » Suppose a 
a large foree of mounted men. Jord | fo eae wank, 5 at oho — 
e | in Europe except Russia . . . the national 
Kitchener asked for a large force of | character favourable, the country of a moun- 


mounted men, and of the men sent 20 | peers oe pigs oe ag poor — 
. | accustomed to hard work, . . .  scattere 
per ¢ ere materi | : sthodeieles’, , é 

per cent. were of excellent terial but | dwellings. The principle of resistance exists 


‘0 per cent. were inferior to ordinary | everywhere, but is nowhere tangible. In such 
recruits, utterly untrained and unable | a case house-burning is of little use. — 
to ride or shoot. Since they were sent Armed peasants are not like a body of soldiers, 
hav bien’ sindalin tami ‘aids who og together like a herd of cattle and 

ley have been painfully taugnt, and are follow their noses. Armed peasants, on the 
not yet efficient, and they have not contrary, when broken, disperse in all direc- 
efficient officers. If the Government tions. The aa of every small Va of 

. . troops . . . becomes a service of a ver 

a to bring home a large pro- dusasensin character, for at any moment : 
portion of infantry, what force are they | combat may arise; if no armed bodies have 
going to keep in South Africa? If a even beenseen for some time, yet these same 


large proportion of infantry is with- peasants, driven off by the head of the column, 
deem tee Cand Galea “ll be | may at any hour make their appearance in its 
: ape Vvolony you wl |rear. . . . There are no means to oppose 


leaving there an insufficient force of to that action except detaching numerous 
experienced and trained mounted men | parties to furnish escorts for convoys. They 
quite incapable of coping with the present SF o"e"Puwered, at some points, | Courage 
military situation in Cape Colony. I} kind of nebulous vapoury essence, never 
say that the Government ought to have | condense into a solid body.” 

foreseen this situation. The Secretary; That is a prophetic description of 
of State for War in the last speech which | guerilla warfare quite different from 
he made upon the military situation in| that which had been seen in Spain, 
South Africa spoke of the present con-| to some extent like that which the 
dition of things as guerilla warfare, and| French had afterwards to face in 
concluded his remarks almost with the | Mexico, and exactly like that which 
exact words of that great authority on | we have to face in South Africa at the 
warfare, Clausewitz, who wrote, however, | present time. I believe that in the Trans- 
before the Mexican War, which was a| vaal and the Orange River Colony the 
guerilla war, in which the chances of the | military situation has greatly improved, 
French were less satisfactory than ours | out in the Cape I am convinced that the 
in South Africa, because of the enormous | situation is no better, and that you are not 
population of Mexico as compared with | facing it with those military precautions 
the sparse population of South Africa. | which you ought to take. What are we 
On the other hand, we have in South | told in all the letters we are constantly 
Africa an enormously greater force than | receiving from the officers who are con- 
the French ever led in Mexico—some-! ducting these military operations in the 
thing like ten times as great—and the | field? They say as regurds the move- 
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ments of our mounted forces that they 
are greatly hampered by seniority. Every 
regular army must be in such cases. 
Before our troops can follow a consider- 
able force of the enemy any distance 
preparations have to be made for re- 
quiring the consent of the various general 
military officers throughout the military 
hierarchy. This delays rapid movement. 
We are unable to march without guns 
and wagons—ammunition, forage, staff, 
and ambulance wagons, and a number 
of dismounted men and other impedi- 
menta, and the result is 
mounted columns now scouring the 
country start on terms of absolute inferi- 
ority from this point of view to the enemy 
who are entirely mounted men, with two 
or three horses each, and are entirely 
unencumbered by baggage and guns. 
The French -had to face the same 
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Just as in naval warfare you have to 
outnumber and watch your enemies’ 
ships and follow them, so, in this war in 
South Africa, you will have to follow 
your enemy and run them down with a 
superior force. I think that before the 
session ends it is necessary that someone 
should state what is the common talk of 
every officer who is writing home to his 
relations and immediate friends. Your 
mounted columns are at present much 
below the average standard of the Boers, 
and they are very much hampered. The 
present condition of things in Cape 
Colony is very dangerous to the future 
of South Africa. You will never bring 
this war to an end by a policy of pro- 
clamation, and the only way possible is 
to get together a force which will be 
superior to that of the enemy. 





problem under worse conditions in some | 


respects in Mexico as we have to face 
in South Africa, because they had only 
at any time some 39,000 men, while 
the Mexicans were vastly more numerous 
than the Boers. 
they had to face the difficulty in some 
respects under more favourable con- 


ditions than exist for us in South Africa. | 


Then, as to the mode in which they tried 
to face this difficulty in Mexico. The 
mode adopted by the French, although 
it failed in Mexico, was the only means 
by which guerilla operations of this kind 
can be brought to an end. Unless from 
your enormous force you can turn out a 
picked force of mounted men superior 
to your enemy you can never succeed in 
running them down. The mere pre- 
sence of large numbers of troops in block- 
houses and the concentration of troops 
on the lines of communication will never 
bring this war to an end. The columns 
which we have now in the field, taking 
the average of the men, are not superior 
to those of our enemy, and the only 
course you ought to take—and this is 
the opinion of those who are conducting 
the operations and who are actually com- 
manding the columns in South Africa— 


On the other hand, | 


| *Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
| Mansfield): I did not join in the recent 
| debates on South African affairs because 
‘I hold the opinion that the debates 
_which have taken place in this House 
| have tended to prolong the war in 
| South Africa. We have now arrived at 
a stage in the war when I think it is 
necessary that the Government should 
_ earnestly consider the steps to be taken in 
| order to prevent what has occurred in the 
past. I contend that there is no analogy 
whatever, as the Colonial Secretary seems 
to suppose, between Kaffirs and Indian 
troops. I have travelled on the North- 
Western frontier, and how anyone can 
‘compare Indian troops with savages in 
Africa I know not. Speaking of the 
men now in the field against us, the 
' Colonial Secretary said that their families: 
were being provided for now in the 
concentration camps better than ever 
‘they were before in their lives. While 
on shooting expeditions I have lived in 
the houses of these Boers, and I should 
be sorry to have received from them the 
'same scanty provisions which are dealt 
‘out to the Boers in the concentration 


| camps. The Government had no right 





is that you have got to do what the to establish concentration camps unless 
French did in Mexico, and what all the; they were able to provide for those 
writers and teachers of military warfare | families. If through military exigencies 
say you ought to do, and that is to|it was necessary to concentrate, then 
produce a picked body of men from| there was an obligation to feed those 
your large army which will be superior | families. You have no right to bring 
to your opponents. the families of the Boers into camps. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 





1009 


unless 
You a 
men 1 
Boers. 
into a 
as SCO) 
combs 
idle tc 
agains 
tioned 
an en 
did no 
of the 
becam 
recolle 
put | 
that 

mone} 
to lay 
in Sot 
I hope 
[ hop 
as ha 
Island 
of mo 
argun 
to a | 
not w 
on th 
some 1 
gence 
a few 
betwe 
Leade 
the t 
Secret 
and t] 
that 
do not 
of pro 
His M 
Boer. 
Wear 
our v 
accor¢ 
best i 
that a 
do no 
are to 
think 
satisfi 
Tami 
of the 
regar¢ 
intere 
about 
by ho: 


House 


00% 


e to 
‘ies’ 
rin 
low 


the 
one 
c of 
his 
our 
ich 
ers, 
he 
upe 
ure: 
ing 
ro- 
» is 





1009 Consolidated Fund 


{15 Auaust 1901} 


(Appropriation) Bill. 1010 


unless you are able to maintain them. | to what I have to say for the reason that 
You are now employing the natives—the | I have studied for a number of years 


into a district these men are requisitioned Members of the House, who have not 
as scouts by the British. They are either | made a special study of the question. I 
combatants or non-combatants, and it is| first propose to read a passage from 
idle to talk of their not being employed Edmund Burke, which I think is very 
_ applicable to the present situation. He 
| said— 


men who have been the servants of the 
Boers. When a British column comes 


against the enemy if they are requisi- 
tioned as scouts. You have had to fight 
an enemy which, as a military Power, 


did not exist until 1896, when, on account | t col 
| tinues when peace is made, the peace will fix 


| and 


of the invasion of their country, they 
became a military Power. We have to 


{ 
| 


recollect that the Colonial Secretary has | 


put before the House the argument ce I. 
received | Permanent settlement ; it is the etlect of coun- 


that the Filippinos had 
money from the American Government 
to lay down their arms 
in South Africa we have not seen, and 
I hope we never shall see, a similar case. 


I hope that the Boer leaders will not, | 
as has been done in the Philippine | 


Islands, betray their people for the sake 
of money. 


T think thet |the future of these two States. 
< that was a very poor | 


argument to put forward with respect | 


to a brave people like the Boers. I do 
not wish to trespass at any great length 
on the time of the House, but I have 
some notes which I wish, with the indul- 
gence of the House, to read. In this House 
a few months ago I heard a discussion 
between the Colonial Secretary and the 
Leader of the Opposition in regard to 
the term ‘“ pro-Boer.”” The Colonial 
Secretary had used the term pro-Boer, 


and the Leader of the Opposition replied | 


that that was an offensive epithet. I 
do not hesitate to say that if the meaning 
of pro-Boer is detestation of the policy of 
His Majesty’s Government, I am a pro- 
Boer. We are entitled to hold our views. 
We are always Englishmen first, whether 
our views be right or wrong. We all, 
according to our lights, do as we think 
best in the interest of our country, but 
that any man or set of men, because they 
do not hold the views of the majority, 
are to be termed by offensive epithets, I 
think myself is a poor argument. I am 
satisfied with the epithet if it means that 
I am in thorough opposition to the policy 
of the Government in South Africa. 
regard to this question I speak in the 
interest of peace, and though what I am 
about to say I know will not be accepted 
by hon. Members on the other side of the 


In| 


the South African question, and I claim 
to know as much on this subject as most 


“The operations of the field suffered by the 
errors of the Cabinet. If the same spirit con- 


rpetuate all the errors of the war, because 
it will be made upon the same false principle. 
What has been lostin the field may be regained. 
An anangement of peace in its nature is a 


sel and deliberation and not of fortuitous 


| events ” 


It is true that , 


The policy of the Government appears 
to be one of fighting this question out 
to the bitter end—till the last cartridge 
has been fired and the last of the enemy 
has surrendered, without any regard for 
Sir, I 
honestly believe that if you adopt that 
policy you will lose South Africa alto- 
gether. As the policy of carrying on 
the war has been delegated by the Govern- 
ment to Lord Milner, and as peace or 
war rests chiefly with him, it is necessary 
for the House to carefully consider 
whether the past actions of Lord Milner 
warrant the Government in relieving 
themselves of the responsibilities which 
in my opinion must rest upon them. 
Could any Government take a more 
foolish or a more irritating step than to 
appoint Lord Milner as administrator 
of these two States? What good object 
can be attained by that appointment ? 
You say that you are going to have a 
firm policy in South Africa—that you 
must have a policy that will show to 
these rebels that the States are to be 
governed with a strong hand. But is 
there not in the British Empire a man 
who could have carried on the govern- 
ment of these countries without causing 
distrust and irritation in that country ? 
Lord Milner’s policy has entailed terrible 
loss of life and suffering to the people of 
this country; it has entailed the de- 
vastation of those States; it has brought 
poverty and misery, and it will bring 
greater misery yet to the people of this 
country through the suicidal policy of 
spending money in the way in which 


House, I do ask that they will manor | it is now being wasted. In carrying 
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-on the war you have laid waste these | was your duty, with the full knowledge 
lands by fire and sword, and it is the | that all these munitions of war were 
boast of the Government that it is their| pouring into the Transvaal, to have 
intention to carry on the war to a con-  eukcined, but you were unable to protest, 
clusion and to offer no terms of peace, | for the reason that the statesmen of this 
which you are bound to accord to an}|country had entered into an alliance 
honourable enemy. In doing this you | to prevent the truth with regard to that 
are not following the usages of civilised criminal action of the raid from coming 
warfare. When Lord Milner arrived in | to light. If you had sent the men who 
South Africa he had a difficult position to | were responsible into fifteen or twenty 
face. He was confronted with racial years penal servitude you would have 
hatred—a hatred which will not die’ had no war in South Africa. Here you 
away so soon as some people think.) had a case of a body of men gathering 
The Jameson raid was an accomplished together arms and munitions in South 
fact, and racial hatred had been fanned Africa, not with the object of benefiting 
by this wicked and criminal action. the country but benefiting themselves. 
I am sure that Lord Milner did act Lord Milner found the whole press in 
according to what he thought the interest South Africa in the hands of a few men, 
of the country and the Empire, but in’ with the exception of Ons Land and 
his actions he was guided by one party the South African News. I do not 
in the Cape whose object was not so believe there is a single paper in South 
much to benefit the people living in Africa of any importance which is not 
‘these countries as to benefit themselves. in the hands of a few men and on the 
In this House we have seen the break-up side of those who have brought this war 
of a strong Opposition—we have seen about. Far be it from me to say one 
-an Opposition which, except on the Irish word against the integrity of the 
benches, has ceased to be an Opposition press of this country, but I think they 
—and [ attribute that very largely have greatly aggravated and are aggra- 
‘to the part which, with the very best in- vating to-day the position in South 
‘tentions no doubt, the right hon. Gentle- | Africa. The Times and all the organs 
man the Member for West Monmouth- that have taken a strong attitude 
shire and the right hon. Gentleman about the war have done so in no way 
the Leader of the Opposition took in from sordid motives, but solely because 
reference to the South Africa inquiry. I they think they are advocating the policy 
am sure that the arguments brought which is best for this country ; but the 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman! methods they have employed and are 
the Member for West Monmouthshire employing to-day are not in my humble 
since the war broke out show that he has opinion calculated to promote the peace 
spoken for what he believes to be in the which is necessary for South Africa. The 
interest of the country, and although it press at the present time has a great 
has been an unpopular period he has_ influence for good or evil in this country, 
faced it unflinchingly, but I only wish and I hold that the press during the past 
that he had not in the earlier stages, for two years has done more harm by creating 
reasons which are perhaps better known and prolonging this war than the whole 
to him, become a party to the policy good it has done in the past twenty-five 
which was pursued in connection with years. I understand that I should not 
that inquiry and to a verdict which not! be in order in dealing with the manner 
only did not give confidence but which in which it has been worked, or is worked 
has led to all the trouble in South Africa to-day, in South Africa, as that is not ger- 
to-day. That is my honest opinion. | mane to the question before the House. 
But at the same time the House must! The Colonial Secretary, in his reply 
not forget that all these armaments/|to the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
which have been gathered together in ber for the Forest of Dean, made 
these republics and which are now!a very important statement—namely, 
being used against us were collected that no peace negotiations of any kind 
during this administration and the past had so far been entered into or at- 
administration. They were not col-| tempted by the Government. That 
Jected till after the Jameson raid. It statement was, no doubt, deliberately 


Mr. Markham. 
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made, but I think it is due to the House ; be. We pass down to the period of the 
to know that the previous peace nego-| Bloemfontein Conference, where the same 
tiations carried on by the right hon.| policy was carried out to the letter. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary were| Was there a symptom or a desire to 
not of a very happy character, and|arrive at any settlement except the 
I hope if peace negotiations are en- | irreducible minimum shown at Bloemfon- 
tered into again, which I earnestly trust | tein? That was the point on which 
they will be, they will not be in his| the negotiations failed. There was no 
hands. In March, 1899, the|sympathy, no give and take, no trust 
Transvaal Government were anxious to| in a settlement shown. I should like 
avoid war, and to come to a settlement | to know whether you are going to carry. 
with the Uitlanders. Negotiations with | on the negotiations which you are bound 
that object were opened between the | to carry on sooner or later, if you are to. 
South African Republic and this country. | have an honourable peace—are you 
Meetings were held in Johannesburg | going to carry them on on the basis 
and London, and the Transvaal Govern- | of the irreducible minimum? I venture 
ment deputed to attend these meetings | to say that the proclamation which has 
Mr. Edward Lippert, in whom they had | recently been issued by the Government 
confidence. These negotiations were | is the most foolish of all the many hare- 
carried through in seeret. All that took | brained and purblind steps that have: 
place in South Africa was at once wired | been taken in South Africa. Do you 
here to gentlemen who sat in the Gold-| think that the people who have seen 
fields Office in London. The Goldfields| their homes ruined and desolation 
Office sent long messages daily to Johan- | wrought throughout the land, who have 
nesburg setting out the views of those | lost their property, and whose families. 
on this side of the water. In the middle | have been sent into concentration camps, 
of these negotiations, when a settlement | will not treat with contempt this or any 
had practically been arrived at, and, | proclamation sent to them with regard. 
let me tell the House, with the full to banishment of leaders, and the 
knowledge that these negotiations were | confiscation of any property they have 
in progress, the Colonial Secretary came | left? The Boers know well enough 
down to this House on March 20th or | that you can never carry this proclama- 
2ist, and told the House that the tion into effect, and that the whole 
promises of President Kruger were not | civilised world will protest against any 
worth having, and were valueless. | have | such proposition on your part. If 
seen copies of the original telegrams that |you wish to create in South Africa a 
passed between London and Johannes-| peaceful and contented people, you are 
burg, and I should like to know whether | going the very way that is calculated to 
the statement made in one of these | create distrust. What could possibly 
cables was correct—that no step was|be more calculated to create distrust 
taken in these negotiations without | than the threat to banish from South 
the knowledge and consent of the Africa the leaders of those men? Will 
Colonial Office. When these negotia-| the men who are left in South Africa 
tions were in progress, and a settlement | after the war is over forget their com- 
had nearly been arrived at, a speech was rades in arms? They will still be your 
made here by the Colonial Secretary. | foes, and they will only be acting accord- 
I have heard from friends that when the! ing to the dictates of humanity and 
report of this speech arrived at Johan-| brotherhood. Every step you take in 
nesburg and Pretoria, President Kruger | the direction of banishing men from: 
at once said— | South Africa will cause trouble not only 
“Here we have settled nearly all these |i that country, but to the taxpayers 
questions that have arisen, and your Colonial | of this country. You are bound sooner 
Secretary in London my 2 that my promises | or later to hand back these territories 
pail ed worth having. I will fight you for my | +, the Boers to administer, unless you 
: |are going to hold South Africa by the 

And from that day, March 25th, peace | sword. That will be a new departure. 
negotiations were at an end so far as_ But if you are going to hold South Africa 
the Transvaal was concerned in the true | by the ties of affection and sympathy with 
spirit of what peace negotiations should ‘ the people you have to live alongside of, 
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you are taking the best steps to destroy 
those ties and that sympathy. If you 
choo:e to maintain your hold on South 
Africa by the sword, so surely will you 
lose it. Your dangers and troubles are 
not now. When this war is over, they 
are only about to commence. If you 
do not come to a settlement on this 
question I am convinced that it will be 
necessary to maintain 50,000 soldiers 
in South Africa. Are you going to 
maintain these men there or are you 
going to have a settlement of this ques- 
tion by a peace which will do honour 
to a brave enemy? I am sorry that | 
have had to trespass on the time of the 
House so long, but I do hope and pray 
that the Government will not adhere to 
the policy of fighting to the last. It is 
the strong who can afford to be magnani- 
mous; it is only the weak who show 
their weakness by refusing honourable 
terms to a brave foe. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said that 
he cordially agreed with the speech of 
the hon. Member for Mansfield, although 
he thought in one thing the hon. Mem- 
ber had made a slight mistake—when 
in reference to the Bloemfontein Con- 
gress and the treatment there of Mr. 
Kruger by Sir Alfred Milner, now Lord 
Milner, he spoke of the treatment meted 
out by Sir Alfred Milner as the treatment 
of a weak man by a strong man. Had 
he reversed the persons he thought the 
hon. Gentleman would have been more 
accurate. Kruger was one of the 
strongest men of the day, and he could 
not help thinking that if the Colonial 
‘Secretary had gauged him more accu- 
rately he might have saved the terrible 
complications in which this country 
now found itself. He desired on this 
oceasion to address himself to what he 
might call the new policy that the last 
proclamation issued in South Africa 
seemed on the verge of bringing about. 
The Colonial Secretary had stated that 
South Africa was bound to gain from 
the proclamation—it would gain by the 
submission of the Boers, or if it did not 
do that, South Africa would gain by 
having the leaders banished from the 
country, but surely before the leaders 
were banished from the country they 
would have to be caught. It seemed to 


him to show an extraordinary lack of 


Mr. Markham. 
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common sense to imagine that these 
men would yield in any way or be tempted 
to yield by the proclamation which had 
just been issued. It was as full of the 
most extraordinary anomalies as a 
document of such supreme importance 
could be. It appeared to him to be an 
attempt to bring parliamentary methods 
to bear, and to bring the war to an end 
by the closure. Everyone would remem- 
ber that when the war commenced it was 
said that the politicians worked for war 
and the military had prepared for peace. 
Anybody who read the proclamation 
would see not the hand of the soldier 
but the hand of the civilian, by which 
it had been displaced. Expert advice 
was glaringly absent, and although the 
proclamation might be fathered on the 
Commander-in-Chief of the forces in 
South Africa, Lord Kitchener, it was 
the work of men absolutely ignorant 
and unable to realise the situation. The 
preamble was absurd, and was a mass of 
contradictions. It first of all talked of 
the great majority being anxious to live 
in peace and earn their own livelihood, 
and went on to speak in the same manner 
of the prisoners in the camps ; it spoke 
of the Boers being absolutely without 
military organisation, and then it went 
on to attack those in a “ position of 
authority.” The four principal points 
of the preamble, put forward in gran- 
diloquent language, were these. First it 
said, “ We are in possession of all the 
principal towns of the two countries.” 
How many principal towns were there ! 
Three, Pretoria, and Johannesburg, 
which were comprised entirely of foreign 
elements, with conditions of life absolutely 
foreign to the life of the interior, and 
Bloemfontein, which was an overgrown 
village, which was also absolutely in- 
dependent of the country. If the villages, 
which were the real centres of the 
community upon which the lives of the 
Orange Colony and the Transvaal de- 
pended, had been dealt with, the matter 
might have been looked at in a quite 
different light. There were some eighty 
or ninety villages in these two countries, 
which representét\ the centres of life 
of the community of those countries, 
and of these we did not possess more 
than twenty-five. The remaining fifty- 
five were in the hands of the Boers, and 
of those twenty-five we did not really 
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hold more than five, and day by day 
and month by month the Boers saw 
us vacate village after village, and the 
proclamation under those circumstances 
would only call forth their derision. 
Then they were told that the burghers 
of the two republics were already 
prisoners or had submitted to His 
Majesty’s Government, and were living 
peaceably to the extent of 35,000. The 
point was not how many had submitted 
but how many were left, and whether 
the 35,000 who had submitted were all 
fighting men. He believed if they 
looked into the statistics that they 
would find that not more than 20,000 


fighting men were prisoners of war in| 
and if that 20,000 was) 
deducted from the original army the | 
number of troops in the field against us | 
between 16,000 and. 
The vital point was how many | 


our hands, 


now must be 
20,000. 
men were left in the field against us. 


The proclamation went on to say that | 


organised resistance was impossible ; but 


throughout the whole history of the, 


war as conducted by the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State could be traced 
the work of a central authority, espe- 
cially with regard to the universally 
earried-out rule of releasing 
prisoners, and even still in the shooting 
of natives captured. There was evidence 
of a central authority throughout, and 
it was idle to talk of the absence of 
organised resistance. Perhaps the most 
ludicrous part of the whole proclamation 
was the last item, which said that the 
Boers continued to make isolated attacks 
upon small posts in detachments. Surely 
war, if carried on at all, was not a one- 
sided affair, and it was not for us to 
complain that it was not carried on as 
we wished. It reminded him of the 
recent events in China with regard to 
the demand for the punishment of 
Chinese Ministers—they had to be caught 
first, and when these men were pitted 
against enormous bodies of men it was 
contemptible to complain that they 
would not come out to be caught. Where 
was the manhood of the nation which 
could countenance such a proclamation 
being issued ? He was a very humble 
Member of the House, but he had intelli- 
gence enough to know what a great 
soldier had said about the conduct of 
this war, and he ventured to draw atten- 
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' which no civilised nation had a right to 
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| tion to the letter written by that veteran 
| Field Marshal Sir Neville Chamberlain, 
and no one could say a word against the 
feeling which prompted that letter being 
written. On the conduct of the war, he 
| said— 

| “TI dissent because the necessity has never 
| been made clear to the nation to justify a 
departure from the recognised laws of inter- 
national warfare.” 

He further stated— 

“TI do not wish to imply that extreme 
| measures are never — during war, but 
| Ido assert that the daily reports which have 
| appeared in the press during the past seven 
| or eight months indicate that a great wave of 
| destruction has been spread over the Orange 
; and Vaal States, such as has never before 
been enacted by our armies.” 

And then he went on to say that in- 
cidents had taken place, but whenever 
they had taken place—- 

“even in the dark days of the Indian Mutiny, 
when there was an ever present sense of the 
| inhumanities practised by the mutineers and 
others who abetted them, there never existed 
the idea that the horrors of war were to be 
indiscriminately carried into the homes of the 
population.” 

And he concluded by quoting the words 
of Sir Philip Sidney that ‘“ cruelty in war 
buyeth conquest at the dearest price.”’ 
The cruelty of this war was the cruelty 
of the Government in demanding terms 
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| 


enforce upon another. We were paying 
the dearest price for conquest. We had 
now a rebellion in Cape Colony which 
|did not exist in the beginning of the 
| war, when the conditions were ten times 
_as favourable for the Cape colonists to 
'rebel. It was the action of the Govern- 
/ment which created the rebellion. They 
| had created a hatred of our rule which 
| had never existed before, and they could 
'not be surprised that the people rebelled. 
|There were two principal causes of 
|that rebellion. One was that the 
| Government were beginning to arm 
the natives; one of the _ greatest 
dangers in South Africa was the 
great black population, and he agreed 
with what the Colonial Secretary said 
about the native, that he was not to be 
treated upon an equality with the white 
men, but must be kept under subjection. 
The second cause was the execution of 
Cape colonists. Never had such a 
measure been carried out by any civilised 
country since the days of the Inquisition. 
Not only had the Government enacted 
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public execution, but they had forced 
Cape colonists to witness the execution | future of the Empire. Conquest had 
of their countrymen when those execu- | been finished with, and the word which 
tions took place inside the prisons. He| now ought to be used was the word. 
had no words to express his disapproval |‘ pacify.” Unless the word “conquest ’ 

and hatred of such a course. The proper | was eliminated, in his opinion South 
course for the Government to have Africa would be lost to this country. 
adopted when they heard of such things | The policy of the Government would 
taking place would have been to have | have to be reversed. We were strong 
disowned them, but for a long time they | enough to admit we had made a mistake, 
would give no answer whatever to this | and we should acknowledge our mistake. 
charge, and eventually, instead of dis- | With regard to the military situation, 
owning the acts, merely said they would | that had been dealt with by the right 
not be repeated. They would not be| hon. Baronet the Member for Forest 
repeated because the Government would | of Dean. Perhaps he might be allowed 
not dare repeat such an action. The} to quote a letter from South Africa, 

Government had made the matter worse | giving the writer's view of the civilian 
by attempting to palliate such deeds as | Situation— 

those. It was actions such as these that «Things are rapidly getting worse, and 

lost us the American colonies. Similar | unless some change is made, and that imme- 

things took place in that country 120 Seadoo the eg allt meee 

years ago, at the time of the American | o¢ the farmers of this colony is too abominable 

War, and there were men in the House | for words, and now the trial of men by incom. 

of Lords and in this House who pro- petent military courts for their life without 

tested as strongly as they could against | reference to the civil courts is more than men 


: ‘ : | will stand. The military do not seem to 
what was taking place in America. He | appreciate the fact that the majority of the 


would draw the attention of the House | sna Fe a Sea well as ot “ gh 
wre ities. aoainet | mercy of the Boer commanders, and if their 
to the protest of aa? one Peers against |men are shot retaliation will follow as a 
those actions in 1778— | natural result, and then what will be the 
. : : . iti f the unfortunate non-combatants 
“The public law of nations, in affirmance | Position of the. ; 
of the dictates of nature and the principles | ™ = Se a ta , — know that ae 
of revealed religion, forbids us to resort to rae coe Page t “4 position is rapidly 
the extremes of war upon our own opinion of | rifting to a terrible tragedy. 
their expediency, or in any case to carry on | 
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was going on must be detrimental to the. 
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war for the purpose of desolation. Those 
objects of war that cannot be compassed by 
fair and honourable hostility ought not to 
be compassed at all. An end that has no means 


but such as are unlawful is an unlawful end. | 


We choose to draw ourselves out and to 
distinguish ourselves to posterity, as not 
being the first to renew, to yc ee or to 
tolerate the return of that ferocity and 
barbarism in war which a beneficent religion 
and enlightened manners and true military 
honour had for a long time banished from the 
Christian world.” 


There were Members of this present | 


|them have their land, surrounding it 


He regretted more than he could tell 
that no negotiations, according to the 
Colonial Secretary, were possible. Surely 
there were terms upon which the Boers 
could retain their independence. Let 


with British territory. There were a 
dozen means of obtaining peace if only 
the will to obtain peace was there, and 
also the will to put away that false pride 
and obstinacy which lay at the bottom 
of it. Even when the war was over, the 


House who chose to draw themselves difficulties would be only beginning. 


out from what the country had sanc- 
tioned in this war, and they also pro- 
tested against what was going on in 
South Africa, as these thirty-one peers 
had protested 120 years ago against what 
was going on in America. He con- 
sidered that what was taking place now 
was worse than what took place then, 
because the world had advanced in 
civilisation. It might be only a small 
protest they made, but they could not 
be silent, feeling as they did that what 








Mr. Pirie. 


Those who advocated peace were said to: 
be anti-national and anti-patriotic. But 
there was something higher and nobler 
than merely seeking government or 
power, and that was to endeavour to 
guide one’s country into the way of 
righteousness, peace, and right-doing. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): The 
Colonial Secretary began his speech by 
asking my right hon. friend the Member 
for West Monmouthshire what was his: 
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object in raising the question to which | having been most unfortunate, and 1 
he referred, and he suggested that such | hope the disclaimer of the Colonial Sec- 
speeches would have the effect of pro-| retary will obtain the same publicity as 
longing the war. That suggestion has the unhappy proclamation itself. The 
often been made, and it is absolutely! long preamble seems to be intended to 
destitute of foundation. Since the nego- | prove that the Boers are no longer carry- 
tiations at Bloemfontein in May, 1900, ing on legitimate warfare, that the 
there has not been the slightest evidence | struggle has degenerated into a series of 
that anything said here has had the | guerilla operations, and that therefore 
least effect on the action of the Boers. ' the Boers have lost whatever privileges 











It has been the wish of the Government | 
from the first to represent those who | 
have condemned the war as having had | 
a sinister influence on the progress of | 
events in South Africa, and therefore 
we may be sure that if there had been | 
a single case in which it could be | 
shown that anything said in Eng- | 


land had influenced the minds of the | 


Boer leaders that case would have been | 
brought out and made the most of. The | 
absence of any such evidence is the most , 


convincing proof that nothing of the | 


sort has happened. In the recently- | f 


discovered correspondence between Mr. | 
teitz and Mr. Steyn there was a letter | 
in which Mr. Steyn quoted, not some- | 
thing said in this country, but a passage 
from a Natal newspaper which had 
supported and defended the war; and 
that is the nearest approach to anything | 
affording the slightest foundation for this 
charge. If anything said here has in- 
fluenced the war it has been the intem- 
perate speeches made on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government and the violence 
—I[ might almost say the ferocity — of 
some organs of the British Press. | 


I now come to the proclamation. My | 
right hon. friend did not speak in vain, 
for he elicited from the Colonial Secretary 
what I can hardly call anything but a 
repudiation of the proclamation itself. 
That proclamation was taken by every- 
body who read it as a refusal of belli- | 
gerent rights to the Boers in the field. 
The impression naturally produced by 
the text was that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment considered the time had come 
when the Boers should be treated no 
longer as belligerents but as rebels. That 
construction has been completely aban-_ 
doned by the Colonial Secretary, and 1, 
think that is a real gain. This pro-: 
clamation has been regarded in foreign | 
countries as a declaration that the Boers | 
were not to be treated as belligerents. | 
For that reason I look upon its terms as | 


as | 
} 
[FourTH SERIES. ] 


VOL. XCIX. 


| persons. 


they otherwise would have had. What 
other meaning can there be of such 
references as “ devoid of regular military 
organisation” ? To begin with, that state- 
ment is not true. So far as we know, 
the organisation under Botha and De- 
larey is as regular as it was at the begin- 
ning of the war. What can be said of 
the passage— 

“Whereas those burghers who are stili in 
arms . . . continue to make isolated attacks 
upon small posts and detachments of His 
Majesty’s forces, to plunder or destroy 
roperty, and to damage the railway and 
telegraph lines, both in the Orange River 
Colony and the Transvaal.” 


Surely that means that this is not legiti- 


/mate warfare; that the persons carrying 


it on are simply destroying property, 
and are not entitled to be treated as 
belligerents. 


An Hon. MEMBER: Hear, hear. 


Mr. BRYCE: But that is not the 
opinion of the Colonial Secretary, so 
that the hon. Member opposite is plus 
royal que le Roi. But although the 
Colonial Secretary disclaims in clear 
and unmistakable terms any intention 
of treating the Boers now as not being 
belligerents, he implies that a time may 
come when they will cease to be so re- 


|garded. That is important, and I think 


we should put on record our views as to 


the character of the belligerents, in case 
/any attempt should be made during the 
/next six months to deny belligerent 
rights to these people. 


It is sometimes 
assumed that guerilla warfare is that 
which is carried on by small parties of 
That is not so at all. The 
number of the forces operating has 
nothing to do with the matter. I wil! 
read a definition from a book on inter- 
national law by a recognised authority :— 

‘Guerilla troops are bands of men, self- 


organised and self-controlled, who ca on 
warfare against a public enemy without being 


2Q 
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under the direct control of the State. They 
have no commissions or enlistments, nor are 
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they enrolled as being part of the military 
forces of the State. Some have attempted to 
apply the rule as to guerillas to inhabitants of 
a State who rise en masse and take up arms to 
repel an invasion. The distinction between 
these cases is manifest.” 


These terms apply precisely to the present 
ease. War is being carried on by com- 
paratively small bodies of troops. It is 
not for one of the parties to a war to 
prescribe how the struggle should be 
carried on by the other. If it suits our 
opponents to proceed by means of small 
bodies of men they are perfectly right to 
do so. The question is not whether the 
bands are large or small, but whether 
the troops are organised, whether they 
are under the authority of the State, 
whether they have recognised leaders, 
and whether those leaders can be made 
responsible for the actions of the troops. 
All these criteria are satisfied in the case 
of the Boer forces at present in the field. 
The Governments to which they owe 
allegiance have never been displaced— 
for the annexation is merely a paper 
annexation ; these people are loyal to 
their own Governments, and so long as 
they retain their organisation and obey 
their leaders they will continue to be 
belligerents. It is not for one party to a 
war to deprive the other party of belli- 
gerent rights unless a change has passed 
ever the nature of the war and the 
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punishment. The Colonial Secretary 
said that pecuniary penalties ought to be 
inflicted on the rank and file, and, refer- 
ring to the leaders, “* we must bring home 
to them the fact that they must per- 
sonally suffer.” He did not put the 
matter on the ground of the security 
of the State or of the preservation of 
peace when these countries have been 
reduced to the position of conquered 
territory, but on the ground of punish- 
ment. By what right is this done? 
They are not your subjects; you can 
only punish them if they are rebels, and 
the Colonial Secretary, by admitting that 
they are belligerents, has admitted that 
they are not rebels. 

Then the Colonial Secretary alleged 
that the women in the camps were 
allowed to go at will. I believe that to he 
absolutely contrary to the fact. These 
women were driven into the camps. 
Many of them asked to be allowed to 
remain on their farms. Some of the 
camps are surrounded by barbed wire 
fences. But even if it is true that now 
in some cases it is possible for the women 
to leave the camps, it must be remem- 
bered that that is a very different thing 
from saying they can go of their own 
free will. How is a woman and her 
‘children, who has been carried _per- 
| haps hundreds of miles from a deso- 


} 


| lated farmhouse, to return to her home ! 








| It is absurd under such circumstances to 


eharacter of those who carry it on, which | say that she remains in the camp of 


legitimate troops of their country. That 
no sign that it will happen, 
does happen we should be committing 
a gross breach of international law if we 
refused them belligerent rights. 


There is another point made by the 
Colonial Secretary to which I wish to 
advert. By what right is punishment 
to be inflicted on the soldiers in the field ? 
Two kinds of punishment are proposed— 
perpetual banishment for the leaders, 
and confiscation of property for the 
troops. The proposal to charge upon the 
troops the cost of keeping their women 
and children is practically a proposal to 
eonfiscate their property. I am_ not 














eompletely transforms them from being | hie ee tes will. 


has not happened in this case, there is | 


and until it | 


The proposal to 
impose a fine—probably a ruinous one— 
upon the burghers in the field came from 
Natal, and it has the appearance of a 
proposal for confiscation. It has the 


|air of a pretext for punishing the bur- 


ghers in the field by taking their farms 
from them, in order that those farms 
may be open for settlement or sale by 
the British Government. That is quite 
opposed to international law, one of the 
first principles of which is that the 
private property of belligerents is sate. 
The Colonial Secretary made a compari- 
son with the Filippinos, but surely the 
differences between the two cases are 
patent enough to deprive the compari- 
son of any value. To begin with, not 


aware of any authority in law or any | to dwell on the differences in the charac- 
precedent for pronouncing punishment | ter of the two nations, and in the nature 
against belligerents, and, be it remem-| of their military organisation, these 
bered, this is put forward as a matter of | nations are two civilised States, which for 


Mr. Bryce. 
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many years have been regularly governed, 
while the Orange Free State has been 
recognised to be one of the best governed 
people in the world. On the other hand, 
the Philippine Republic never was an 
independent Government. It was an 
insurrectionary Government, holding its 
own as well as it could against the 
Spaniards, and it entered into friendly 
relations with the Americans because it 
believed the Americans had come to| 
help them. There can be no parallel 
between the two cases. I should be 
very loth to think we were to imitate | 
the proclamation which the Colonial 
Secretary says has been issued by the | 
United States general, and I should like | 
to know whether the proclamation has | 
been acted upon. I do not believe it | 
has, or that the public opinion of the | 
United Stateswould tolerate such conduct | 
on the part of one of their generals. 
This proclamation has the air of an} 
outburst of anger at the prolongation | 
of the war, and it seems to be an attempt | 
to effect by threats that which our arms | 
have not yet been able to accomplish. | 
It rests on the notion that because we | 
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the Crown, although repeatedly chal- 
lenged, never ventured to say a word in its 
defence, and which had to be with- 
drawn within two or three weeks of its 
issue ? It was not withdrawn, however, 
before we had put ourselves in the wrong 
in the eyes of the world, and had further 
exasperated the minds of the Boers. 
Then there was the policy of farm- 
burning. That also was admitted to 
be a mistake, because, when remon- 
strances were made in this House, that, 

too, was abandoned. I believe that this 
present proclamation may very well turn 
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| out to be no less a blunder. 


The right hon. Gentleman says it will 
be a gain to banish these men if they 
'do not submit, that we should be all the 
better without them. Is it common 
' sense to say that because a man opposes 
you valiantly in the field, fighting for 


‘his country as long as he can fight, 


therefore he will necessarily be a source 


of danger when the country has been 


pacified and institutions restored? | 
do not think it in the least follows. Nor 
can I see why a man should be banished 
for doing that which we _ should 


desire to put an end to the war, all, admire if done by anybody else. If 


means are lawful to secure our object. | this war was being carried on, not between 
Such a view will justify severities which I| Great Britain and these two Republics, 
hope the Government will never think | but between France or Germany, and 





of inflicting. I have great doubts | 
whether this policy will be successful. 
These methods of deportation—for they 
are nothing else—have an _ ancient 
precedent in the action of Nebuchad- 
nezzar when he deported the inhabi- 
tants of the country he had conquered 
on the ground that the country would 
be a great deal more peaceful when the 
disturbing element had gone. But that 
is not an argument which should be 
used by a civilised and _ self-respecting 
Power. There have been three serious 
blunders in the conduct of the war. 
The first was the refusal to negotiate 
in May, 1900, when we were invited 
to negotiate, and might, I believe, have 
succeeded in attaching a very large 
portion of the burghers in the field, 
and in that way have brought the war 
to a conclusion. Then there was Lord 
Roberts’s proclamation, affecting to treat 
the burghers in the field as rebels. What 
could have been more fatal than a 


proclamation so palpably opposed to 
international law that the law officers of 








some petty State, would not the sym- 
| pathy of every man in this country be 
with the men who were fighting for 
their freedom ? Can we not put ourselves 
in the state of mind of these people ? 
Suppose, for the sake of argument, the 
war is just, and we are in the right. 
Can you withhold your admiration 
from men who have so valiantly fought 
for their country ? 


I have spoken of the application of 
political methods to this war. So far 
as they have been applied they have been 
unfortunate. It is true, however, that 
if ever there was a war which ought to 
have been carried on with some reference 
to policy, and to which political as well 
as military methods ought to have been 
applied, it is this war. You are fighting, 
not a Government, but a nation in arms, 
and it was therefore vital to your purpose 
and end, if possible, to win over the mind 
of the nation, and not further to exaspe- 
rate it against you. Besides, you had 
subjects in Cape Colony whose loyalty 
was doubtful, because the men you were 


2Q2 
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fighting were their near kinsfolk. It { once or twice before, has never been done 
was of the greatest importance that you | to so large an extent or under circum- 
should not further exasperate the Cape|stances comparable to the present. 
colonists. or light up a smouldering’! Next October, under the constitution 
rebellion. You want to make these of the colony, it is absolutely necessary 
people your fellow-subjects, to annex | that Parliament should be convoked, and 
their territory, to turn the States into | the constitution will be formally broken 
British colonies, to give them at some | lif that is not done. I want to know if it 
future ,date self-governing institutions, | is the intention of the Government to 
and to get the inhabitants to work side | permit such a serious breach of the con- 
by side with men of British race in the | stitution. The argument by which the 
endeavour to conduct the government of | other day the Colonial Secretary justified 
the country. Was it not, therefore, a | ‘the non- summoning of Parliament would 
capital error to alienate these people, to | apply equally well in October next, and 
increase their exasperation, and to make nothing more dangerous for the future 
it more and more difficult for the two of the country can be conceived than to 
peoples to live together in the future ! allow the constitution to be broken in 
A worse policy could not have been! such a manner. It is the more serious 
followed. whether with regard to the! when we consider the condition of the 
burghers in the field, the inhabitants|colony. The country is under martial 
of the annexed territories, or our own | law ; it is occupied by large numbers of 
fellow subjects in the Cape Colony. All| troops ; it is necessary that there should 
these considerations have been neglected, | be an opportunity for the statement of 
and [ believe the main cause of the pro-|complaints and grievances, that there 
longation of the war has been the methods | should be chances for discussion, and that 
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by which it has been carried on, and the | 
impression produced by those methods on | 

the minds of the people of Cape Colony. | 

We have had a melancholy : prospect 

opened to us. It is quite possible that | 

when we meet in January or February 

next the same dreary state of things will 

be continuing. The Colonial Secretary ; 
is an optimist, but his optimism con- 
trasts strangely with the extreme pessi- 
mism of his tone, and very little chance 
is given to the forces of peace and good 
feeling 

There are other topics on which [ wish 
to say a word, because this is the last 
opportunity we shall have for months to 
come. There is the question of the 
future constitution of the Transvaal and | 
the Orange River Colony. That is a 
matter of such gravity that the House of 
Commons is well entitled to be consulted 
with regard to it. We ought to know! 
what constitution it is intended to apply | 
to these countries, because on the terms | 
of that constitution the future of the | 
countries depends. 

I would also refer in passing to the | 
suspension of the constitution in Cape 
Colony. That is a serious matter, and | 
it is likely to become more serious. At 
present money is being drawn without | 
legal warrant from the Treasury of the 
colony—a thing which, although done | 


Mr. Bryce. 


ination of the Boers. 


‘acts of oppression and wrong-doing 
should be brought before the I Legislative 
Assembly, so that Ministers can give 
their explanation. It would be a great 
wrong to allow martial law to subsist 
and at the same time to suspend legisla- 
tive action. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Forest of Dean 


‘dwelt on the very serious condition of 


things in Cape Colony. I believe that is 


‘the darkest part of South Africa at 


present, and it will be still further dark- 
ened if you suspend the constitution, and 
prevent the voice of complaint having 
legitimate and full scope. 


As to the question of terms, I am 


afraid this proclamation reduces the 


chances of any negotiations being opened. 
The Colonial Secretary, with the air of a 
man who is locking the door and putting 
the key in his pocket, told us there were 
no negotiations going on at present. In 
spite of that, I hope that between now 
and the next meeting of Parliament the 
question of entering into negotiations 


will not be neglected or disregarded by 


His Majesty’s Government. It is not by 
any means the case that the defiant 
language of General Botha represents 
necessarily the set purpose and determi- 
Shortly after that 
language was used there came the corre- 
spondence between Mr. Reitz and Mr. 
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a disposition in the Transvaal to come to 
terms. We have no reason to conclude 
that if reasonable terms were offered they 
would not be accepted. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): What does 
the right hon. Gentleman mean by 
“reasonable terms ?”’ 


Mr. BRYCE: If I discussed the whole 
question of terms I should detain the 
House longer than I wish to do, but I 
think the terms should embody those 
stated, particularly by my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs. They should include some pro- 
vision for the restoration of the people 
to their farms, the grant of an amnesty 
at the conclusion of the war, which, I 
admit, cannot be made at this moment, 
but might well be made as part of the 
terms of surrender, the promise of self- 
government at a comparatively early 


date, which, unfortunately, I have no | 


reason to believe the Government intend, 
and, of course, the withdrawal of the 
threats of banishment and confiscation 
of property which are now being made. 
I doubt whether if such terms were pro- 
posed they would be rejected. [‘‘ Oh, 
oh! J 
great advantage in having terms. 

Hon. Gentleman must not allow them- 
selves to be carried away by bitterness or 
exasperation. They must look at the 
question as men of business who desire 
to see peace and tranquillity restored to 
these colonies. The worst thing that 
could happen would be, after the war 
has been carried on for some time longer, 
that the forecs which are now in arms 
against us should, instead of making 
a regular and proper surrender on terms, 
vanish across the border into German 
or Portuguese territory, or scatter and, 
so to speak, disappear like an African 
river into the ground. That would, 
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Steyn, from which it appeared there was | 


I want to call attention to one | 
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solace in point of honour—which I do 
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| not think you ought to begrudge to brave 
enemies—and having made an arrange- 
ment, it would appeal to their minds 
that they should endeavour to observe 
'it. There would be a far better chance 
|of future peace and tranquillity under 
|such conditions than if you insist on 
unconditional surrender. I have only 
one word more to say, but I must say it, 
| because the attitude of those who from 
the first have protested against the war 
has been so constantly misrepresented. 
I do not refer to the Colonial Secretary’s 
‘epithet of ‘‘ traitors,” because the ab- 
surdity of that expression is so patent 
that it carries its own refutation. It is 
language which might equally well have 
been applied to Chatham, Burke, and 
Fox when they resisted the American 
War, or to Bright and Cobden when they 
denounced the Crimean War. [‘‘ No!”’] 
Hon. Members must remember that the 
term is applied to persons who simply 
say that this war is a ghastly and un- 
necessary blunder. Not only might it have 
been applied to those whose names | have 
| mentioned, but also to the Duke of Devon- 
\shire, Mr, Gladstone, and the Colonial 
| Secretary himself, when they opposed 
‘the Afghan War of 1878. But we are 
constantly held up as being indifferent 
‘to the greatness of England. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] Hon. Members opposite evi- 
dently endorse that charge. It is the 
|exact opposite of the truth. [“ No!”] 








-| Our opinions on the merits of this war 


‘have nothing whatever to do with 
|Imperialism the one way or the other. 
| This is a question by itself, and one in 
‘regard to which some of us think the 
|Government have grossly erred. That 
|view is shared by many Conservative 
|friends of mine. [“Oh, oh!”’] How 
‘ean hon, Members know what many 
‘Conservative friends have told me? 
| But be that as it may, these are things 
‘that any man of common sense can see 
| have nothing whatever to do with 
\Imperialism or Little Englandism in 





indeed, be an element of future danger, | general. Whether we are right or wrong 
because these men would carry with |in our view of the war does not matter 
them a far more bitter feeling of anger, }so far as my present argument Is con- 
and would be far more likely to resume | cerned. History will judge between us 
insurrection whenever they thought |on that matter, as history has judged 
they had a chance of success, whereas | of the Crimean War and the conduct 
if you allowed them to surrender on | of Mr. Gladstone, and those of us who 
terms, you would give them some little | opposed Lord Beaconsfield’s Govern- 
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ment between 1876 and 1878. The| prejudices against this country and 
Prime Minister himself has now ad-j| prolonging the war in South Africa. 
mitted that we were right, and that Lord | Whenever the Colonial Secretary makes 
Beaconsfield’s Government was wrong. | that statement it strikes me that he is 
rather begging the question. If our 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror | criticisms with regard to the conduct of 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, the war are sound, in the interests of the 
Ealing): The right hon. Gentleman has | country they ought certainly to be made. 
quoted the negotiations in connection Take the question of reduced rations for 
with the Afghan War; he had better | women and children, or of the concen- 
read them before he makes a statement | tration camps. In regard to the former, 
of that kind. | the War Office have practically admitted 
| they were wrong, and the order has been 

Mr. BRYCE: I was referring to the |withdrawn. According to the Colonial 


Eastern Question between 1876 and | Secretary we ought not to have made 
1878. that criticism, and the order should have 


been allowed to go on. What would 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: You were! have been the result ? Foreign nations 
referring to the Afghan War. would have known all about it, and 
| would not their prejudice against this 

Mr. BRYCE: No; I was referring | country have been greatly strengthened 
to the Eastern Question, from the time | and justified if no one here had protested 
of the Bulgarian massacres to the Treaty | against it ?- The way to evade prejudice 
of Berlin. I am perfectly prepared to|is to show that there are Englishmen 
meet the noble Lord with regard to the; prepared to criticise even the conduct 
Afghan War, but I was not then refer-/ of our own troops when, in their opinion, 
ring to it at all. It is because we are| it exceeds the limits of civilised warfare. 
attached to the greatness of England, It is, therefore, entirely a question of 
because we are alive to it, and desire} whether we are right or wrong in our 
to safeguard the interests of the British | criticism, and if we are right the criticism 
dominions everywhere, that we deplore | ought to be made regardless of conse- 

the war, which, in our judgment—be it | quences. 

right or wrong—has struck a heavy blow | I agree entirely with my right hon. 
at the welfare of England and her position | friend that there is not the slightest 
all over the world. It is for that reason | evidence in support of the charge that the 
we seek, even now, to modify, in the war has been prolonged by our criticisms. 
interests of future peace and safety, | The only bit of anything in the nature 
tie policy the Government are still fol-| of evidence is the letter of ex-President 
lowing, and which, as we think, is cal- | Steyn, in which he refers to a Natal 
culated to aggravate every existing! newspaper, and all that paper stated 
danger and imperil still further the | was that there was a feeling of uneasiness 
strength and credit of the British Empire. | in England about the war. Have not the 
That strength and credit has hitherto! columns of Conservative newspapers 
rested not merely on our naval and} during the last six months been filled 
military strength, which we desire as | with matter which might be described 
much as hon. Members opposite to main- | as ‘“ uneasiness with regard to the con- 
tain in the fullest measure, but on the! duct of the war”? Look at the Daily 
reputation of our country for justice,; Mail, which has supported the war from 
and the attachment to it of all the people | the start, and which is probably more 
who live under its flag. | responsible for the war than any other 
| newspaper. It has been full of criticisms 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I was very | expressing uneasiness about the war 
glad to hear my right hon. friend pro-| during the last six months. That was 
test in the strongest possible manner | probably the matter to which the Natal 
against the suggestion made, not | paper referred. Let me quote Lord 
for the first time, by the Colonial | Milner’s words as to the real cause of the 





Secretary, that by our attitude towards | prolongation of the war. It is not the 
this war we were strengthening foreign 


Mr. Bryce. 


criticism in this country of the conduct 
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of the war, but rather the things done in 
South Africa with the sanction of the 
Government, which have driven the 

Cape colonists into rebellion and in- 
censed the burghers in the field. Here 
are Lord Milner’s reasons for the recru- 
descence of the war, as given in his 
despatch at the beginning of this year— 

“I doubt whether it (the movement in Cape 

Colony) would have succeeded to the moderate 

extent it has had it not been for the recru- 

descence of the war on the borders of the Colon 
and the bitter character it Has assumed. 

Every act of harshness, however necessary, on 

the part of our troops, was exaggerated and 

made the most of by them. What principally 
inflamed the minds of the people were alleged 
instances of needless cruelty which never 
occurred.” 

That is his view. Not the statements 
made in this House, but the acts of 
harshness and severity, which we have 
been told were the only possible methods 
of suppressing the war, are the reasons 
given by Lord Milner for the embitter- 
ment of feeling and the aggrava- 
tion of the position in South Africa. A 
few minutes ago I had put into my 
hands a letter from a Uitlander minister, 
and in order to show that he is not a 
prejudiced witness from my point of view 
I will quote these words from the letter— 

“If we were not wholly in the right when 
the war began—I speak as a Uitlander—we 
had at least a great deal on our side. I think 
we had the bulk.” 

He, therefore, believes in the justice 
ofthe war. But he goes on— 

_“We are rr that quality to the 
side of the Boers, and history may come to 
curse us as it has long since cursed Spain.” 
As to the prolongation of the war, he 
attributes it to the burning and pillaging 
committed in the Orange River 
Colony and the Transvaal, giving his 
authority for the statement, and then 
he goes on to say, referring to the recent 
hangings— 

“Thear privately that the Maritzburg dis- 
trict—where Marais was executed—is seeth- 
ing with fury. It will yet be found that the 
execution of Coetzee and Marais was equiva- 
lent to the building of recruiting offices for the 
Boer commandos.” 

Then the writer makes a statement 
about the peace negotiations, which I 
think is very significant— 

“ Lord Kitchener has revealed to us how they 
(the Boers) are now willing to interpret inde- 
pendence. Offer them oy that kind of 
Home Rule which the Liberal party tried to 


obtain for Ireland, and there is no doubt it 
would be wholeheartedly accepted.” 
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[‘‘Name.”] I do not think there is 
any objection to giving the name, but I 
must consult the writer first. This 
minister goes on to denounce the policy 
of unconditional surrender, and says 
that that is responsible for the prolonga- 
tion of the war. 

The Colonial Secretary indicated that 
a period might arrive when we should 
treat the commandos in the field as mur- 
derers, and he quoted the proclamation 
of General McArthur to the Filippinos. 
That proclamation itself is sufficient 
proof that there is no ground for any- 
thing of the kind in this case. The very 
ground on which General McArthur 
proclaimed those men to be banditti 
was that their leaders never met to- 
gether for conference. Within the last 
few weeks the Colonial Secretary him- 
self has published documents showing 
that Schalk Burgher, Steyn, and the 
Boer generals in the field have had 
conferences. Those conferences are 
constantly going on. What will 
happen to our own men if this policy of 
shooting the Boers is carried out? Do 
hon. Members realise that during the 
last three months something like 1,000 
of our men have surrendered to the 
Boers? If this policy is carried out it 
will end in the shooting of our men. 
This proclamation seems to me to be 
one of the most indefensible ever issued. 
It is neither the one thing nor the other. 
You must take the one view or the other. 
You may say the Boers are not belli- 
gerents, and treat them accordingly, but 
once you admit they are belligerents this 
proclamation becomes absolutely inde- 
fensible. 

Take the second part of the proclama- 
tion. We are to charge the burghers in 
the field for the maintenance of their 
wives and children in these camps. 
What is happening? We clear the 
country for military reasons; we take 
all the stock and grain; we go even to 
the length of destroying the agricultural 
implements, so that the people cannot 
possibly cultivate the land. But if for 
military reasons you deprive them of the 
means of livelihood and their food, you 
cannot afterwards say that you are not 
bound to keep them from starvation. 
We use their stock and food; our 
troops take the grain and forage on 
their farms; is any allowance to be 





made for that when we come to consider 
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the bill for board and lodging? Surely than ever. [Ministerial cries of “ No, 


it is only justice. [‘‘ No.”] ;no!’’] Hon. Members opposite may 
‘contradict that statement, but I wish 
to point out that that was the opinion of 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: No, it is not Lord Milner, oo said that 1t was worse 
war ; I quite agree. But does the hon. than " had oe for six ae {An 
Member mean to say that we should be| HON. MEMBER: But you bre Rarer 
justified in taking away all the food from than ever.”] Then I with ro that 
their farms, and in leaving the women romney nip I meant w agate es 
and children to starve in the wilderness ?| than it had been for six months. After 
some of the troops were sent home we 
An Hon. Member: We are justified | found that the war was worse than it 
in charging them for their keep. had been at any time for the previous 
ie i six months. We are getting no informa- 
Spee oe at ands Why a tion at all now as to what is happening 
all they have got! 4 can say 18, 1f| ijn the Cape, and the Colonial Secretary 
~-om coi a ps nyo the | refrained from giving us any information 
ransvaal 1s to be governed, 1 am not| ypon that subject. The right hon. 
—— 9 the Boers are Sighting to | Gentleman referred to surrenders in the 
the last. Jt 1s a most extraordinary pro-| Transvaal, but how many troops are 
position. You may say that military|there at the Cape? We ought to get 
ago justify the — ofthecountry,|that information before Parliament 
ut you cannot say that you are not| separates. There is only one depart- 
bound to keep “" hegre = pein ment which has practically declared this 
from starvation. The right hon. Gentle-! war is over, and that is the Treasury. | 
man said something about the military | say that as long as we have got to spend 
ayer a we" a cn pet | money at this rate in South Africa the 
um he said he had already dealt with! war is not over. An estimate was made 
the military situation, but he carefully | at the beginning of this year based upon 
~ sane from a yer ie what | the assumption that the war would be 
was happening in the Cape. e€ are| over at the end of July, but troops 
voting money in this House to conduct | “oil poorer ry ‘How, Maen: 
the war. We are asked to condemn or! You have just told us they did return. 
approve of this proclamation, and why |The Colonial Secretary says he hopes 
should we not know what is going on | that in September a large number of 
in the Cape? I asked how many Boers |troops will be able to return to this 
there were in the Cape, and I was told country. That shows that even now 
about 1,500. All the newspapers—and | the Ministry recognise that there has 
[ am referring rather to the Unionist | been a grave miscalculation. The roads 
newspapers—state that there are about | in South Africa are paved with miscal- 
ai : “ie Boers still in arms in the | culations. We have had constant supple- 
ape. s that statement true or is it | mentary Estimates because the pre- 
not ? Is it a fact that there are still only viously made Estimates were wrong, 
1,500 armed men opposing us in Cape! and I think we are entitled to ask the 
Colony? We are entitled to know the Ministry before we separate for some 
— Cairn “a ‘fuller information upon the situation in 
e Colonial Secretary indicated that | South Africa. 
the war is coming to an end, and that | 
the troops are returning to this country.| Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E,): ‘This 
Is he — oo he is not going to | is the last occasion, or almost the 
repeat the blunder of last December ?!| last occasion, on which we shall have 
The Prime Minister has referred to the \ the opportunity, before the House 
war in South Africa as “ the recent war.”’: separates for what may be a_ very 
For electioneering purposes troops were | long -recess, of sttsiniing information 
sent back to this country, which included | and explanation from the Government 
a of ggg nrg ag a = as to the state of things in South Africa. 
what was the result? Why, a few) I do not think any of us will regret it 
months after that the war was worse | if we bring forward for explanation those 


Mr. Lloyd-George. ! 


An Hon. Member : It is not war. 
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points as to which there exists in the {to rule which in the long run differenti- 
public mind either a deficient knowledge ates a regular army of soldiers from a 
or a legitimate anxiety. In the very | body of free-lances. 
few observations which I propose to\ On the other hand, if you look at our 
address to the House I shall say little or! own men, although the conditions are 
nothing about the past ; I shall confine | not the same, they are certainly to some 
myself entirely to the situation which | extent equally exceptional. No praise, 
immediately confronts us and to those | I think, can be too high, no appreciation 
future arrangements, many of them | can be too warm of the great work which 
necessarily provisional, many of them! Lord Kitchener has done in South 
possibly permanent, which in all human Africa. He has displayed, under _con- 
probability will be initiated before this | | ditions of almost unexampled difficulty, a 
House reassembles. As regards the | ‘combination of energy and patience, of 
actual situation, while there have been | | zeal and moderation which will always 
wide differences of opinion among us entitle him to a high place among the 
both as to the origin and as to the great soldiers of thiscountry. And what 
conduct of the war, while there are still| 1 have said of him I will say, and ] am 
wider differences, I hope narrowing day | sure the whole of this House will say, 
by day, as to the choice of methods of | with equal conviction of the officers and 
solution, I am perfectly aware of this, soldiers under him. In the conditions 
that there is among men of all parties) under which for the last nine months 
and all sections of opinion, both in this| those soldiers have been carrying on 
House and in the country, a practically | their work, the chances of what is called 
universal and unanimous desire that at | military glory in the larger and wider 
the earliest opportunity it shall be | sense have not been within their grasp, 
brought to an end. of the pomp and circumstances of war 
There are indeed many reasons in| they have seen little or nothing. What 
the recent development of events why | has been their fate? They have been 
we should wish to accelerate the finish. working in separate columns, marching 
The conditions under which whatever | and counter-marching along the veldt, 
remains of the struggle which is now rarely indulged in that which to the 
being carried on are conditions which, | British soldier is the greatest opportunity 
as all history shows, are in a peculiar and the greatest luxury, the chance of an 
degree trying to the combatants and | open battle, the eyes of the world no 
injurious to the country. We have longer fixed upon them and_ public 
heard something to-night about the | attention diverted into an entirely differ- 
laws of war. Those laws were framed | ent direction. I do not believe that in the 
not with a view to any such contest as| whole history of British arms there is a 
now going on. They were in the main! chapter which deserves to be recorded 
and in their normal operation adapted | with greater admiration than the simple, 
to a state of things where you have a/| persistent doggedness with which these 
considerable number of men on the! men and their officers, with none of the 
one side or the other arrayed against | ‘ordinary advantages of military opera- 
each other, acting upon some definite | tions, with no dramatic opportunity, 
plan of campaign, moving in more or, have persevered in a work thankless and 
less organised bodies, and subject in| uncongenial to them, but in the highest 
greater or loss degree to some kind of | degree. not only creditable to them, but 
central control. That description does | useful and beneficial to their country. 
not in the least correspond with what | They will go on, as we know, for as 
is now going on in South Africa. You | many weeks, and as many months, and as 
have a number of independent comman- | many years as the campaign may last ; 
ders operating forces, dwindling in but without any disparagement to the 
numbers and diminishing in resources, splendid qualities they have displayed, 
over wide areas of an almost illimitable | there is no man among us who has a real 
territory, and, although I am prepared | regard both for the moral and physical 
to give them credit for the best inten- | conditions of our Army who is not most 
tions in the world, without those condi-| anxious that this intolerable burden 
ditions of discipline and that subjection | should, as soon as possible, be removed. 
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What is the conclusion which I draw|tion rests with the Government, but it 


from this? It is this, that there is no 
step whatever that is consistent, or not 
inconsistent with the usage of war, 
and with the rules of humanity, that we 
ought not gladly to face and to advocate 
for the purpose of bringing this contro- 
versy to an end. Well, what is the 
Government doing, what steps are they 
taking for the purpose of bringing about 


that which we all desire, for which we all | 
aim, and which we all approve ? A good | 


deal has been said in the course of the 
debate about the proclamation which at 
the instance of the Government has been 
issued by Lord Kitchener. If I took 
the same view of the facts, I should feel 
that there was immense force and weight 
in the considerations derived from inter- 
national law which were urged earlier in 
the evening by my right hon. friend the 
Member for West Monmouthshire. But 
| must state my difference of opinion 
with him quite frankly. I do not take 
the same view of the facts. In my 
judgment there is no question of inter- 
national law involved here at all. 

I listened carefully to the explanation 
that was given by the Colonial Secretary 
in reply to my right hon. friend, and the 
proclamation, as I understand it, does 
not assume a denial of the rights of 
belligerents to those who are still in 
arms against us. If it did I should 
certainly take exception to it, although 
1 agree with the right hon. Gentleman 


that the time may come, we may even be | 


within measurable distance of it now, 
when the character of the resistance 
opposed to British arms may be such that 
you can no longer treat those who are 
opposed to us as belligerents, but must 
look upon them as in some different 
category. As the right hon. Gentleman 
suys, however, that time has not yet 


arrived. Therefore we must leave that | 


out of the question. No issue as to the 
rights of belligerents is really involved. 
What, then, is the real meaning of the 
proclamation ? As I understand it, it is 
this. 
of His Majesty’s dominions, persons who 
within those territories are arrayed in 
arms against us are at this moment de 
facto and de jure His Majesty’s subjects 
[Nationalist cries of “‘No,”] yes, His 
Majesty’s subjects. I need not say that 
the whole responsibility for the proclama- 
Mr. Asquith, 


These territories are now a part | 


is neither more nor less than this, it is a 
warning to the people who, within His 
Majesty's territorics, and being his 
| Majesty’s subjects, are in arms against 
_the forces of the Crown that unless by a 
particular date they surrender to His. 
Majesty’s Government they must con- 
sider themselves as liable to punishment 
and expulsion. 





It is a total misiake to suppose that 
the proclamation has the force of law; 
| no Minister in this country has the 
power by putting on a piece of paper the 
sentence of banisliment to make that 
sentence effective «gainst any part of 
His Majesty’s subjects. What the pro- 
clamation really amounts to is this, and 
in this respect it corresponds, I think, to 
a large extent with what was done at the 
end of the Franco-German War with 
‘regard to the iniiabitants of Alsace. 
| ays to these people, 





| The proclamation 
| you must make your choice; if by the 
| date fixed you surrender, well and good ; 
lif you do not, we warn you that local 
| legislation will be initiated for the pur- 
| pose of doing whit was done to the 
| inhabitants of Alsace who did not choose 
/to come in under ‘he proclamation on 
,terms, banishing you from the territory 
'to which you no longer have any claim. 
|] emphasise this point for two reasons— 
first, because not «ily as a Liberal, but 
as one in favour of our forms of Constitu- 
| tion, I should den.ir with an emphasis 
‘that cannot be «xaggerated to any 
assumption on the part of the Executive 
| Government that t!\°y had the right by a 
| paper proclamatio: to banish from any 
/part of His Maj-<'y’s dominions any 
/number of His Maj--ty’s subjects. That 
‘is not the power ‘hat rests with the 


| Executive Govern nt. 
| Tsay this, in the second place, because 
given by that pro- 
into practical effect 
‘legislation will hav: to take place, local 
| legislation, legislation which in every 
'stage can be discussed, and which even 
when it has beer passed into law is 
capable of amendm«\t, revision, and even 
reversal. But, loo!ing at the proclama- 
tion from that point of view, I express 
my opinion that |!ere is no danger of 
either internation! or constitutional law 
being infringed, ond, as far as I can 


before the warnins 
| clamation ean be pit 
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judge, it is not consistent with the] troops into South Africa almost without 
usages of war or the dictates of humanity. | stint in number, but I am not at all 
But the question of policy is entirely a! satisfied, even at this moment, that we 
different matter. Here, of course, we) have sufficiently grasped the real condi- 
who criticise from the outside the con-| tions of the problem. 

tents and effect of the proclamation; I think I may mention as an illustra- 
have not the advantage of the special | tion, by way of explaining my meaning, 
knowledge which is within the reach of | the new Yeomanry sent to take the 


(Appropriation) Bill. 





His Majesty’s advisers. I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman himself 


place of the old Yeomanry, which was a 
very good force, composed of excellent 


adopted a very sanguine tone as to its; men, who rendered a very fine account 


immediate effect, and I confess myself. 
that [ do not feel that it will produce | 
any large number of surrenders, but I | 
hope that my scepticism may prove to. 
be unjustified. But, whether that be so | 
or not, we cannot predict what the | 
future may be. So far as it goes, I, for | 
my part, am prepared to accept it—I do| 
not say that I welcome it—as a step) 
which may possibly conduce to that: 
which I think ought to be the governing | 
end to us all, namely, the acceleration of | 
the end of the war. I hope that the 
Government are not going to be content 
with this proclamation. I should like | 
to have, and I hope we shall have before 
the debate is closed, some rather more 
definite and explicit statement from the 
Government as to what is being done, 
apart from the proclamation, for the , 
purpose of bringing the war to anend. | 

We are told that a large number of 
troops are going to be brought back 
from South Africa. I do not complain 
of that. I think that probably there are | 
a large number of troops there who! 
must necessarily be what is called ‘stale, | 
who have served there over two years | 
under conditions of unexampled_ hard- | 
ship, and who are now entitled to relief. | 
[am not sure that there are not a certain | 
number of troops who, perhaps, ought | 
never to have been sent. However that | 


} may be, and accepting the necessity, as I | 
} do, of a large and considerable with- | 
| drawal of the actual force on the spot, I 


do think that we are entitled to have 
from the Government some more de- 
finite statement than has yet been given | 
in the course of the debate that, after | 
discounting the proclamation and giving | 
its greatest or least effect—whichever | 
you please—there will remain in ame 


of themselves. I am not at all satisfied 
from all the information that reaches me, 
and from inquiries that I have made, 
that the new Yeomanry sent to take the 
place of the old, recruited up hill and 
down dale, in the highways and byways 
of the country, was in any sense a force 
capable of adequately or worthily suc- 
ceeding the men who preceded them, 
of which any commanding officer in 
South Africa now would say were a real 
accession to the fighting strength of the 
army. That is a point on which I hope 
we shall have some satisfactory assurance 
from the Government before this debate 
is over. But the main thing, as I have 
said, as to the actual situation is to 
choose the best means open to us to 
bring the war to an end; and if the 
Government, in addition to their pro- 


| clamation, can satisfy the House and the 


country that such a force as I have 
indicated is there and will continue to be 


| maintained there until the war is over, 


I do not for myself doubt that these 
brave men, who, in what they conceive 
to be a good cause, have fought for 
months and years against desperate 
odds, will yield, as in the end they must 
yield, to the inevitable, with the know- 
ledge that when the surrender takes 
place the Government of this country is 
bound as much by considerations of policy 
as of honour to give them the most 
generous terms it is possible for states- 
manship to grant. 

I pass from that to another matter, 
not referred to in the debate, and upon 
which I think we ought to have defi- 
nite assurances before Parliament dissolves 
—namely, the future arrangements for 
the administration of the annexed 
territories. I should like, in the first 





circle of military action for the purpose | place, to know with more explicitness 
of concluding this war such a force of | than anything*yet given to us what the 
mobile and efficient troops as are adapted | Government propose as regards the civil 


for the end in view. We have poured | administration of the two Republics. 
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High Commissioner, and I for one, as 
I have said many times before, have the 
utmost confidence in his administration. 
But it is not the least use having in 
supreme command and at the head of 


the administrative machine a man in| 


whom you have confidence unless the 
subordinate and delegated powers are 


carefully watched. As regards the Trans- | 


vaal, we have the Chief Justice and the 
Attorney General, men of proved repu- 


tation and capacity ; but I should like to | 


know more than anything yet told us 


about the district magistrates who are | 


to administer the civil administrative 
areas into which the colonies are to be 
divided. I am not speaking of the 
personnel ; but the right hon. Gentleman 
should tell us what will be their functions, 
what degree both of administrative and 
judicial control they will exercise, and 
subject to what jurisdiction they will 
earry on their work. There is a still 
more important question. We shall see 


{COMMONS} 
We know that Lord Milner is to be! 
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my hon. friends on this side of the 
|House—that, quite apart from the 


\injustice of the Uitlanders, the great 
‘blot and stain on the Boer Government 


‘the native races. 


|effect than 


in South Africa was its treatment of 
We had a debate 
recently on the question of the Pass Laws 
which regulate native labour in the 
mines on the Rand. I have always 
thought myself, and having listened to 
'that debate I think the result was to 
show, that, whether by weakness or 
corruption, the laws passed by the 
/South African Republic in relation to 
the natives were laws which it was im- 
possible to defend. I do not think that 
‘there is any single respect in which the 
substitution of British for Boer govern- 
ment will have a wider ora more beneficial 
in the substitution for 
these laws—badly conceived, imperfectly 


|and unsympathetically administered— 


by the administration of a man of tried 


| capacity like Sir Godfrey Lagden, whose 
‘function will be to stand on the one 


probably in the months before the House | 


reassembles something in the nature of a 
social reconstruction of these colonies. 


laborious, and anxious process. 
prisoners of war. Sooner or later they 
will have to be 
back to their own country, and with 
more or less promptitude reinstated in 
the possession of their properties and 
farms. To anyone who looks to the 


future that must appear a most anxious | 
What practical steps are to | 


question. 
be taken in this process of repatriation ? 


And what provision is to be made in the | 


way of advancing money, and so forth, 
for the reacquirement, rebuilding, and 
restocking of their farms? There is on 
the Estimate a sum of £500,000 appro- 


| 


hand as protector of the natives between 


'them and the white capitalists, and on 


‘the other to see that their rights and 
{“ No.”] At any rate, the first stages | 
of what must necessarily be a long, | 


privileges are adequately secured. 
There is another branch of the question 


| which has received insufficient attention, 
We have now 35,000 burghers as | 


repatriated—taken | 


and on which we should be glad to get 
assurances from His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. I refer to that department of 
the law so important for the Rand which 


| goes by the name of the Liquor Law. A 


law was passed by the Legislature of the 
| South African Republic, which or paper 


illicit supply of liquor to the natives. 
But it was habitually and systematically 
avoided ; and it is indisputably proved 
‘that the sale of bad alcohol to native 
‘labourers habitually incapacitated no less 
‘than 12 per cent. out of a population ot 
| 88,000. It was not that the law was 


priated for this purpose. I very much | bad, but that it was inadequately carried 


doubt the adequacy of that sum, At | out. 


any rate, we should like to know broadly 
and approximately how the money is 
going to be spent, under what super- 
vision, by what machinery, and in what 
parts of the country. 


Another question quite as important | 


for the future administration of these 
territoriesis the position of the native 
races. I have always thought—though 
my opinion is not universally shared by 


Mr, Asquith. 


Hon. Members who are familiar 
with the proceedings which immediately 
preceded the outbreak of war will remem- 
ber the murder of a lady, the wife of a 
Wesleyan minister in that part of the 
world. That murder was supposed to 
have been instigated—and not, I fear, 
without some foundation—by persons 
interested in this illicit liquor traftic. 
That was only one, though perhaps the 
crowning and capital case, of many illus 


was very stringent, dealing with the | 
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trations of the social evils which resulted ' 
from the imperfect enforcement of the, 
law. We know that the Rand is to be | 
reopened, and that native labour is to’! 
resort there again. The Pass Laws, | 
as we hope and believe, are to be modified | 
in a humane and progressive sense. , 
But that declaration of policy, satis-, 
factory as far as it goes, would be ren- 
dered infinitely more satisfactory if the 
right hon. Gentleman could assure us, 
that, as regards this important question | 
of the supply of liquor to the natives, , 
if the old Boer law is to be re-enacted, it | 
is to be enforced with adequate adminis- , 
trative supervision. I have dwelt on' 
these points in detail, which are of im- | 
mense importance as regards the ultimate 
settlement of these territories, and I. 
earnestly hope that on all these vital 
issues we shall receive satisfactory assu- 
rances, 

Looking largely and broadly at the | 
future, it seems to me that there are. 
three main things upon which for the 
next few months, at any rate, our efforts , 
ought to be concentrated. The first is 
to bring the war to aprompt, satisfactory, 
and final conclusion. The next is to take 
such steps as are necessary to prevent 
the possibility of a recurrence of those | 
dangers out of which the war itself | 
originated. And the third is, both as’ 
regards the white and the native popu- | 
lation, to lay, at any rate, the first stone 
in the foundation of what we all hope. 
may be an enduring fabric of liberty and | 
justice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I presume it is | 
quite unnecessary to assure the House | 
or the right hon. Gentleman that I do | 
not rise to-reply to him in any polemical 
spirit. With the great mass of his 
observations, indeed with the whole of his , 
positive statements, I feel myself in| 
complete agreement so far as I know. 
And if I rise at all it is not with; 
the view of replying to his argu-: 
ment, but solely with the view of: 
answering those questions which he’ 
has put to us. The right hon. Gentle- | 
man began by paying a well-earned | 
tribute to the work of the British troops | 
in South Africa at the present time. 
He told us in eloquent language that | 
they were now engaged upon a task | 
which was despoiled perhaps to some | 


{15 Aveust 1901} 


‘and laborious, 


|is not the case. 


say make a beginning, because a begin- 
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extent by the scintillation which neces- 
sarily attended the earlier and more 
dramatic stages of the war, and he 
' pointed out to us that they were, never- 
theless, showing those great qualities of 
perseverance and endurance which 
deserve here the gratitude of our country. 
Sir, I think the troops deserve all the 
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| praise which the right hon. Gentleman 


has given to them, but I would say also- 
‘that those qualities which he has so. 
justly laid to their credit are no new 
qualities on behalf of the troops of this 
country. After all, in countless obscure 
contests in many parts of the world—I 
might perhaps specify particularly 
Burma, where for two years a dangerous 
and in a certain sense 
inglorious, or, at any rate, not dramatic, 
war was carried on by the troops of 
this country—we have always counted, 
and we have counted with absolute 
assurance, on the fact that our troops 
do not depend upon the laudations which 
they may receive at home or the interest 
they may excite for the absolutely steady, 
continuous, courageous, and __perse- 
vering persistence with which they carry: 
out the duties entrusted to them. 


The right hon. Gentleman asked me 


|some questions about our policy with 


regard to the troops in South Africa, 
and I think some phrases which fell from 


/ him almost indicated doubt in his mind 


whether we have not settled on a policy 
of withdrawing troops irrespective of the: 
military situation in South Africa. I 


/can assure him and the House that that 


We have every reason 
to hope that we shall be able to with- 
draw troops from South Africa, and, 
while we withdraw troops from South 


, Africa, to start those civil and peacefuk 


pursuits which are both the earnest 
of peace and the greatest guarantee 
that peace is to. be maintained. 
But unless the military situation 
makes such a course absolutely ex- 
pedient from a purely military point of 
view, not a horse or a man will be with- 
drawn from South Africa. It is the 
: military situation itself which dominates 
the whole situation, and though we are 
of opinion that we can without doubt, 


‘or, at all events, in all probability, make 


a great reduction in the number of our 
troops, and at the same time, I will not 
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ning has already been made, to increase 
the growth of those industries upon 
which the financial prosperity of the 
Transvaal depends—unless we see our 
way to do that the right hon. Gentleman 
and the House may depend upon it that 
we shall sacrifice nothing in the way of 
military efficiency. 

The right hon. Gentleman, following, 
I think, something that fell from the 
right hon. Baronet who spoke earlier 
in the evening, rather criticised the 
qualities of the Yeomanry. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The new Yeomanry. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Which has 
recently been sent to South Africa. I 
am glad the right hon. Gentleman has 
emphasised the qualification, which no 
doubt appeared in his speech, between 
the new Yeomanry and the soldiers, 
because nobody has ventured to criticise 
either the training or the quality of those 
drafts we have sent out to keep the regi- 
ments up to strength in South Africa. 
But to return again to the new Yeomanry. 
I should say that it is the fact that that 
Yeomanry went out in an untrained 
condition. It went out in an untrained 
condition on the distinct advice of our 
military advisers in South Africa and 
here. Their view was that the training 
could be effected there, and I believe that 
the new Yeomanry are now, in many 
parts of the country, doing admirable 
service, and that probably in this House 
and out of it we shall speak of them in 
very different terms a month or two 
hence from those which some of the 
critics have adopted in the recent past. 
I do not know that I need say anything 
more, so far as the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech is concerned, with regard to the 
military situation. 

Questions have been showered upon 
us by those who say they ought to have 
an accurate view of the military situation 
before the House separates for the holi- 
days. We have told them our view of 
the military situation. We have given 
them the information at our disposal, 
and I really do not know what more 
we can say which would enlighten them 
on the subject. But let it be remembered 
that, while it is comparatively easy to 
give an account of a military situation 
in which great organised forces are 
«opposed to one another in a limited 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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field, to give an account of a theatre of 
operations in which the enemy are scat- 
tered in small and disorganised bands, 
and separated from each other by large 
districts, is really a practical impossi- 
bility ; and the idea of presenting to the 
House a tactical or strategical survey 
of the present situation really would be a 
practical impossibility. The House 
knows perfectly well that the enemy, 
diminished in numbers, deprived of their 
supplies and their ammunition, are 
divided into small bands who unite or 
dissipate as the military situation sug- 
gests, and I could not venture to give the 
House any account which would en- 
lighten them, or which would add to the 
knowledge which they, in common with 
the Government, possess of the present 
military position. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What is the 
position in the Cape ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The position 
|in the Cape, undoubtedly, it is true, as 
has been said by more than one hon. 
; Member, is less satisfactory than it is 
|either in the Transvaal or the Orange 
| River Colony. But, though less satisfac- 
tory in degree, it is the same in quality. 
It is, again, a contest between organised 
and disorganised bodies. It is still a 
contest between small bands who dissipate 
and scatter as soon as our forces approach 
them, who, no doubt, derive support and 
assistance from the inhabitants of the 
‘district in which*they find themselves, 
| who are in a very difficult country, and 
who, therefore, it is very difficult to 
|hunt down, but with regard to whom 
“hunting down” is the word which 
|appropriately describes the situation. 
It is not the strategical or tactical opera- 
tions between two equally organised 
bodies constituting two hostile armies. 

I pass from the military situation to 
say one or two words in answer to the 
questions which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has put to me. He thinks, in my 
judgment he quite rightly thinks, that 
| the interest of the future is not a military 
but a social interest, and his anxiety is 
not so much as to the issue of the war 
as it is with regard to the procedure to 
be adopted by this country when the 
war has come to an end. But I would 
venture to point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that we really have given as 
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full an account of our policy in this | mercial agents should not, and cannot, 
respect as the present. situation renders | be allowed to be sold to the natives, and 
it advisable to give. le knows, and the | we are already administering the popu- 
cog es, for ned right hon. friend | lation on that principle. I do not wish 
has clearly described it in previous | to deceive the House in any way, but 
speeches, that we propose to have a/I am given to understand that what is 
Governor, Lord Milner, with a Council called Kaffir beer, a mild beer of native 
in which there will be nominated | production, is not a thing it would be 
eee gra I hope, : _ wise to totally prohibit. But as regards 
e transition to the full government | imported spirits as we know them, the 
of . ee poy oe |e forms of “German gin” and 
members. But that is in the future. | other liquors of that kind, we are clearly 
He knows that we mean to govern all of opinion that it is absolutely necessary 
a —— — with equal 6 ito put the sale of such death-dealing 
.s ot nows “We we _ to opp y 0 anole en more the severest restric- 
e native population a ose humanl- | tions. o not know that there is any 
— pen. whi or I think, = ge = oe —. the right hon. 
o every party and every section of | Gentleman has asked me which requires 
opinion in this country. With regard to | an answer. " 
the native laws, the right hon. Gentle-| Is it necessary for me, in conclusion, 
a sagen = two — gna | neta cng i more what has been 
ne was what we mean to do with regard | said over and over again from these 
to the labour laws, ind the other was | benches, and _ has Pie re-echoed, | 
what we mean to do with regard to the believe, from many platforms in all parts 
liquor laws. a | of the country —namely, that neither the 
On the labour laws, it will be remem- | Government, nor the party to which the 
a me os that we oe ae | anges — vo the ~ am at 
ebate only a lew days ago, an ; arge are animated in the smallest degree 
my right hon. friend, in a speech which | by a vindictive spirit against those = 
is probably fresh in the recollection of | are ranged against us in the field? We 
every man who heard it, explained the | think—we on this bench at all events 
general policy which the Government |think—that the war has been unduly 
co oo me yong : . | a: a ges —— not from 
scognised on all han 1 8s a/the point of view of our interests, but 
delicate question. It is recognised on all | from the point of view of the interests of 
hands that it is not « question on which | these Republics—these colonies. Let me 
formule can be scattered over the House | say in that connection that we do not 
and embodied in speeches with reckless | think that the difficulty, when peace has 
disregard of the peculiar circumstances | once been restored, of bringing back 
and history of the Cape Colony. But it civilisation and industrial pursuits will 
will be pring to renga — wt | be so — as the ge nen yr omar 
emphasise what my right hon. friend | appears to suppose. After all, the rural 
said in the clearest language, which was | population of these countries does not 
se in the a Pe mean _ ay | nap. pry ged organised communi- 
and revise the labour laws, and, in the ties with which we are most familiar. 
— ge that we —- —* | The so gay of sone loans that will be 
1em with purity and with equity. |required in order to enable them to 
: As —— ry liquor laws, my om —— ayo pastoral sete is not so 
ion. friend has been in communication | great as, perhaps, some people suppose : 
with all those interested in the question | nor is the difficulty of sediadhlleg Hoon: 
"te apg pra : admitted on all | : their 5a ae reasonable con- 
ands is vital to the future prosperity | ditions such as need make the admini- 
= age of Bs native mt Rr | strator of Transvaal or those in this 
South Africa. nquestionably the | country who are responsible for super- 
liquor laws were not well administered | vising the administration of the Trans- 
by the late Republic. Unquestionably, | vaal feel that they have before them 
everybody who has looked into this | an insoluble problem. I do not believe 
subject is of opinion that the ordinary | that will prove to be a great difficulty. 
liquors which are imported by com-| If it does not, if as soon as the war is 
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terminated the arts of peace begin to|The question to which I allude also 
flourish, if farms begin to be re-stocked | refers to the loss which has _ fallen 
and re-built, if the great industries|/on the victims of a war. It was 
of the Rand again flourish, I think our | not a war in the open field, but one 
present critics and future historians of those unhappy disturbances which 
will be astonished at the rapidity with precede land reform in Ireland. It 
which not merely the former degree of would be unpardonable on my part 
prosperity of these communities is|to enter into a history of the plan of 
attained, but a degree of prosperity to campaign with the tenants. Everyone 
which they have been wholly a stranger. in the House has heard of that history, 
A degree of wealth which they have never ,and I dismiss it with this observation, 
known will prove how easy it may be that up to a certain period of the land 
under good Government. with free legislation a large body of tenants were 
institutions, with equal rights, to restore as lease - holders excluded from the 
a country which has been devastated benefits of the legislation, and_ the 
through all these months by the passage Government of that day showed no 
of armed bands from end to end. In that! inclination whatever to include that 
hope I think this House of Commons may | large body. It was under such cireum- 
separate for the holidays. I think we stances that a number of these lease- 
may reasonably expect that when next! holders determined to bring pressure on 
year we reassemble to consider these | the Government to get their grievances 
high questions of policy we may find | considered and remedied. After a time 
that warlike operations have practically the Government did give the lease- 
ceased, that the arts of peace have begun | holders the benefit of the land legislation, 
to resume their sway, and that already) but in the meantime a certain number 
we have no small promise of that future | of the tenants who had joined this move- 
harvest of prosperity which I confidently’ ment had been evicted and a certain 
anticipate from British rule. ‘number of them are still out of their 

holdings. It is to the case of these lease- 


IRELAND—EVICTED TENANTS; POLICcE| holders that I wish to call attention. 


AND Pusiic Meetines; PoLicE The Chief Secretary knows that the 
MANUFACTURED CRIME; BELFAST| number of these tenants has gradually 
DISTURBANCES. ‘diminished, and I would be glad if he 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, | could inform the House if that reduction 
Scotland) : I am about to ask the House | was due entirely to friendly settlements 
to turn to another subject of a less | between the landlords and these tenants. 
exciting character than that which we) I press on the € hief Secretary bed try 
have been discussing. [ am glad to see | by every means in his power to “2 7 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief | | might roses a ett a a sg 
Secretary for Ireland in his place, because | on the landlords an erg “ 1a ns 
it is upon the Irish question that I wish | number of these homeless and ot a 
to make a few observations. I was glad | stricken tenants should entirely dis- 
also to observe that he was in his place | appear. I do not think any man in 
during a portion of the debate on the tffe House would disagree with me in 
South African War, for there is a certain saying that there could not be a — 
analogy between some of the points in | wretched position than that of t 16 
that debate and the question to which | tenants on the Campaign estates. They 
I am about to call attention. It seemed | live for the most part in wooden huts of 
to be common ground between the two | two rooms, and in these rooms families 
sides of the House that a certain amount | of considerable dimensions have to | be 
of money would have to be granted in| accommodated. They have no means of 
these new colonies for the purpose of | subsistence except such as is given : 
enabling Boer farmers to resume the | them by voluntary subscriptions, - 
occupation of their holdings and their | these are shifting sands on which the lite 
houses. There was some difference of | of anyone should found itself. I have 
opinion as to the amount of money | heard from some friends who mila 
that would be required, but the lowest | districts as to how these poor people 
estimate according to the spokesman | exist, and I would implore the Chief 
of the Government was £500,000. ' Secretary to visit these Campaign estates, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 











1053 


and wit 
himself 
people. 
hauntir 
praying 
and tel 
have fa 
these pe 
from th 
situatio 
regardec 
but I wi 
be made 
rable st 
question 
either o 
must be 
pressure 
can brin 
if the C 
the infli 
social, a1 
ment mi 
to annou 
end, anc 
would b 
landlords 
refer esp 
tenants 
property 
member 
large me: 
affect hin 
I have 
Lordship 
pecuniary 
tenants f 
them to 
so it we 
other lan 
their ten: 
hon. Men 
seriously 
class tena 
was calle 
neither b 
inclined ti 
hard-work 
to a certa: 
would not 
relieved of 
settler on 1 
hot in an 
and day — 
into the b; 
that estate 
I believe i: 
opportunit 


VOL. X 

















52 | 1053 Consolidated Fund = {15 AuGust 1901} (Appropriation) Bill, 1054 
Iso | and with his own eyes and ears acquaint |downe to buy out their holdings, the 
en | himself with the condition of these | question might be settled with hardship 
‘as | people. They are to be seen sometimes | to nobody, even to the planters. 

— haunting the graveyards and the chapels,| I must say I am a little less hopeful as 
ch praying for some relief from the hopeless | to the next estate—that of the Marquess 
It | and terrible position into which they | of Clanricarde. As a matter of fact the 
rt have fallen. I will not argue whether | Marquess of Clanricarde drew £20,000 
of these people have fallen into that position |@ year from that district, which he never 
Mi from their own fault or not. Iam in this | visited except for a few hours to honour 
'Y> | situation, that these people must be|the remains of his mother. I do not 
we: regarded either as heroes or victims ;| want to make allusion to this gentleman 
nd hut | would say that every effort should | more rancorously than I can possibly 
‘re 1 be made to extract them from the mise-|do; but I appeal to every Irishman 
he | rable state in which they are. This|in the House, whatever his political 
he question cannot now be settled by force | principles may be, whether, so far as his 
7 either on the one side or the other ; it | duties as a landlord are concerned, that 
me: must be by amicable agreement, and the | gentleman has not played an ignoble 
eng? pressure which the Chief Secretary | part compared with most of the landlords 
ar can bring to bear. I verily believe that | of England and Scotland. He has never 
= if the Chief Secretary were to use all| given a subscription to any worthy 
et the influence at his disposal—political, | object or charitable institution in the 
— social, and personal—by the time Parlia- | district, and he is of that type of landlord 
saad ment met next year he would be able| which, to a large extent, is responsibie 
es to announce that this question was at an | for the disrepute into which the Jand- 
i end, and that every Campaign tenant | lords in Ireland have fallen. I am in 
s) would be with the full consent of the | hope, however, that the Chief Secre- 
a landlords restored to his holding. I| tary, by the exercise of his well-known 
ws refer especially at this moment to the | moderation, may be able to bring pressure 
= tenants on the Luggarcurran estate. the |to bear on the Marquess to come to a 
“"; property of Lord Lansdowne, who is a settlement with his tenants. I believe 
“4 member of the Ministry and a man of the tenants are only too willing to give 
; large means, and a settlement could not reasonable terms for restoration to their 
he affect him from a pecuniary point of view. homes ; and what possible good can it do 
ee I have sufficient confidence that his to the Marquess of Clanricarde to keep 
tS | Lordship would be willing to make some | these farms so long empty, except for 
'S. ] pecuniary sacrifice to relieve these poor | the gratification of an ignoble spirit of 
ty tenants from their misery and restore | revenge. I am afraid I must say that a 
“fr | them to their holdings. And if he did/ spirit of vindictive, unchristian, and 
se so it would be a good example to almost vituperous revenge regulates the 
on other landlords to come to terms with | whole proceedings of that landlord. | 
R their tenants. I would appeal to the|am told that a tenant in another part of 
: hon. Member for Armagh whether he|the country who had been absolutely 
= seriously thinks the planter is a first-| unable to make a living, on account of 
i class tenant. Asa rule the planter, who | his want of skill and industry, had come 
he was called an emergency man, was to the Marquess of Clanricarde and had 
i. neither by training nor temperament | been welcomed to the possession of two 
of inclined to settle down on the land as a large farms from which two Campaign 
es hard-working farmer. He is a soldier tenants had been evicted. I ask the 
“ef to a certain extent in retreat, and who| House whether it is fair to the right 
of would not regard it as a hardship to be | hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
re relieved of his position as a temporary | not to speak of the tenants and land- 
d settler on the land. These planters have | lords, to keep this foul cancer alive, when 
f not in any part of Ireland succeeded, | a little good feeling and good sense could 
re and day after day they are entering | settle the whole question in a week or a 
vet into the bankruptcy court. I pass from | fortnight. I think the right hon. Gentle- 
ole that estate with this final observation, that | man might approach this question in 
‘ef I believe if the tenants there got their|the same spirit as his colleague the 
es, | °Pportunity from the Marquess of Lans- | Colonial Secretary proposed to treat. with 
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the men who have been fighting against 
us in South Africa for the last two years, 
and who have cost this country so much 
blood and treasure. These men are 
at the close of the war to be met in the 
spirit of an irenicon, and to be given 
a sum of money with which to start the 
world again. I ask that the same spirit 
should regulate the proceedings in regard 
to the victims of the land war in Ireland. 

I would have liked to have said a few 
words in regard to a subject which is 
becoming alarming. I mean the steady 
and large drain of the population of 
Ireland by emigration. This is a ques- 
tion which is at last rousing the people 
of all classes, who are asking themselves 
whether the Irish nation is going to 
perish off from the face of the earth. 
At this hour I cannot do more than 
express the hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will do his duty in his respon- 


sible position, and will take such mea- | 


sures as will make Ireland a country 
in which the people can live and prosper. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
T rise to take part in the discussion on 
this Bill, because an opportunity is 
being given to refer to some matters 
of grave importance to Ireland which 
yas refused to us earlier in the session. 
The time given to the discussion of the 
many matters relating to Ireland has 
been so limited, and the privileges of its 
representatives so curtailed during this 
fruitless session, now drawing to a close, 
that I need offer no excuse to the House 


for trespassing on its time on this ocea- | 


sion. It is well known to the thoughtful 
in this assembly that the people of our 
country have experienced many wrongs 
and persecutions, and have been given 
few chances of ventilating their griev- 
ances, particularly in this House. I 
intervene in the discussion with feelings 
of pain and disappointment—pain be- 
cause it is necessary for the representa- 
tives from Ireland to have to fall back 
on this course in order to ventilate the 
wrongs from which their people suffer 
at the hands of a Government which 
tries to rule them against their wishes ; 
and disappointment, because at one time 
I foolishly entertained the hope that the 
present Chief Secretary, who, above all 
others, is responsible for the government 
of Ireland, would try to right the many 
wrongs inflicted on our race by his pre- 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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decessors, who were Englishmen by 
blood and connection, and who ruled us 
from the standpoint of conquerors who 
had given their adversaries a fall, but 
who were afraid, if for a moment they 
were to relax the knee-on-the-chest 
policy, those adversaries would become 
once more strong and powerful enough 
| to demand the full restoration of the 
rights and privileges which they enjoyed 
before the advent of force and corruption 
which have been practised in the govern- 
ment of our unhappy country. | there- 
| fore desire to join with the other Members 
| of the Irish party who have entered 
their protest against the administration 
ber the law in Ireland as carried on by 
the present Chief Secretary, because | 
have been on various occasions an eye- 
witness to acts of violence and illegality 
committed by those who are entirely 
responsible for the impartial administra- 
tion of the law, and who dare not do 
anything without the authority of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Some time ago 
I went to Gara Hill, near Athenry, in the 
county of Galway, for the purpose of 
addressing a public meeting and advo- 
cating the principles of the United Irish 
League, which is a perfectly legal organi- 
sation, and the constitution of which 
is based on the principles of liberty, 
justice, and equality. Without even the 
slightest notice, the people were set 
upon and batoned and brutally treated. 
I myself was batoned in the most wanton 





clothes were torn and my limbs bruised. 
Some time afterwards another meeting 
was called there, which | attended, and 
although no proclamation of any sort 
or kind was served either on the pro 
moters of that meeting or myself, the 
same tactics were pursued, and in my 
presence a young man named Finnerty 
was set upon and throttled by the district 
inspector, surrounded by a large number 
of constables, and his head almost 
smashed with baton blows, without 
having given any provocation whatever. 
So eager were the police to follow the 
example of their officer that they actually 
batoned one another in the mad rush 
to distinguish themselves! — Several 
others were also attacked, with the result 
that the meeting was prevented from 
being held there ; but we succeeded in 
holding it a mile further on. Only a few 





manner, and so roughly treated that my 
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months ago I was going from Mayo to 
Ballinrobe, in my own constituency, 
and when passing through Robeen a 
number of my constituents met me, 
but the police, anticipating that I might 
speak there, were in full force, and by | 
violence attacked the people, jostled and | 
dragged myself about, and followed 
us about from place to place, armed to the 
tecth, just as if we were expected to attack 
life and property, or do something of 
such a violent character that the ordi- 
nary law would not be able to cope with 
us afterwards. On two subsequent occa- 
sions I visited my constituency with 
similar results. I was prevented from 
speaking to those who sent me _ here 
to represent their views and carry out 
their wishes—prevented by force, which 
if attempted to be used in this country 
against the representatives of the people. 
or the people themselves, would arouse 
such a storm of indignation as to sweep 
from power the Government that would 
tolerate for twenty-four hours the dis- 
graceful state of affairs that exists in 
Ireland. Some time ago ! attended 
a meeting in the Queen’s Hall in London, 


and outside that hall I saw such provoca- | 


tion given to the police who were on duty 
in the vicinity that led me to the con- 
clusion that if one-twentieth part was 
given in Ireland the people would have 
heen shot down like dogs. In different 
parts of Ireland, wherever the people try 
to come together and agitate peaceably 
for an improvement in what everybody 
must admit is their wretched condition, 
they are continually set upon by the 
servants of the Crown, who are put in 
motion by the orders of the right hon. 
Gentleman, who has taken the responsi- 
bility of governing Ireland, and whose 
action we were prevented from discussing 
at the proper time, but to which some- 
thing may be said on the present occasion. 

I am not the only victim to the brutal 
enforcement of English rule in Ireland. 
It is an historical fact that on the very 
day the right hon. Gentleman took office, 
his coming was celebrated by streams 
of blood spilled at Wicklow, where some 
of the most prominent and respected 
members of the Irish party were present, 
and, I believe, attacked. Everywhere | 
the forces of the Crown are used against 
the Nationalists ; but nowhere are they | 


{15 August 1901} 
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|used against Orangemen and landlord 
| bullies, who commit the most violent 
crimes. Take, for instance, the case 
jof Mr. Phibbs, of Sligo, about whose 
|condition there seems so much anxiety 
on the part of the Government, and such 
' shrieking for coercion on the part of some 
intolerant and bigoted newspapers in 
England, which are written by men who 
are as ignorant of the real state of 
affairs in Ireland as they are of what is 
passing in the minds of Botha and De Wet 
at the present moment. There has been 
ia wonderful outcry against those who 
refuse to assist this Mr. Phibks to con- 
tinue robbing the people of that locality, 
and whose action is calculated to assist 
in driving away the remnant of our 
population that are able to go to any other 
country. He is one of the loyal minority, 
and as such will of course be supported 
against the people by the present Chief 
Secretary. Let us look for a moment 
at the other side of the picture, and ask 
whether the same howl has gone up from 
the intolerant, ignorant press, and 
whether the same anxiety has been dis- 
played by the Government to protect 
Catholics against the Orangemen in 
Belfast, who, without any provocation, 
murder their Catholic fellow-workmen, 
smash their heads, throw them into the 
| river, wreck their houses, threaten their 
lives, and through the instrumentality 
of persecution and outrage deprive 
hundreds of human beings of the means 
of livelihood, and of the right of those 
| who profess the religion of the majority 
| of the people of Ireland to pursue their 
ordinary occupations. All this has been 
done under the eyes of the Chief Secre- 
tary, and with his knowledge, if not with 
his consent. I say that unless he takes 
|the proper steps to protect the Catholic 
citizens of Belfast, he is as guilty as the 
Orangeman who fires the rivet at his 
fellow-workman. In one case if an 
Orangeman is even boohed at because he 
outrages the feelings of the people, the 
\forces of the Crown, horse, foot, and 
artillery, are brought to his relief, while 
in the other case innocent Catholics may 
be murdered and persecuted, and yet 
not even a policeman will be sent to 
|patrol the place where this unbridled 
|devilry is carried on with impunity. 

Is that impartial administration of the 
law by the gentleman who is responsible 


2R°2 
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for carrying it on in Ireland?! Is that 
condition of affairs likely to give our 
people any confidence either in English 
law or English Ministers? In different 
parts of the country prosecutions are 
instituted on trumped-up charges, many 
of which are so shifty in their character 
as to be scouted out of court. Women 


have been prosecuted and imprisoned | 


tim: after time for doing nothing more 
than making a stand for the home from 
which their orphans have been evicted, 
while thousands of pounds have been 
wasted in giving police protection to 
grabbers who have the land from which 
these women have been evicted. It is a 


crime in the eyes of Englishmen to put a | 
incon- | 


common land-grabber to any 
venience, but it is no crime to turn 
adrift widows and orphans with no pro- 
tection or means of support whatever 
save the hated workhouse. I have no 
hesitation in saying that the law in Ire- 
land is not administered for the welfare 
of its people, but is turned into an engine 
of persecution against them for the pur- 
poses of the Government. It is a well- 
known fact that the Irish police are 
supposed to be used for the maintenance 
of the law, but when I relate one or two 
cases showing the way the law is ad- 
ministered over there and the uses to 
which the police are put, I think reason- 
able Members of this House will not 
wonder at Irishmen looking upon it 
with the contempt it deserves. 

In the county of Leitrim a young man 


named McGoohan was going to his home | 


one night, and on his way was arrested 
by a police sergeant named Sheridan, 
and charged with the terrible crime of 
cutting the tails of cattle. The usual 
farce of trying a man charged with an 


agrarian offence in Ireland was gone | 


through, and he was convicted, and 
sentenced to two years imprisonment. 
Time went by, and his sentence, savage 
though it was, expired, and his first act, 
after being released, was to make an 
affidavit declaring his perfect innocence 
of anything in connection with the 
charge. The police sergeant was trans- 
ferred to county Clare, but he did not 
stop his villainous work, for there he 
made what turned out to be a clumsy 
attempt at planting threatening notices, 
which cost him his position, and which 
were no doubt intended to pave the way 
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|for outrage and murder by the paid 
‘agents of the Government. I have 
reason to believe that the Government 
made some inquiries into the Leitrim 
case, with the result that they are now 
considering what might be suitable com- 
pensation for the time spent in prison by 
this innocent man. : 

There is another case of the police 
being used for the encouragement of 
crime in the infamous attempt of Ser- 
geant Sullivan to induce young men in 
the neighbourhood of Mulranny to fire 
into the house of a man named Kelly, 
'Happily this attempt failed, with the 
result that the complicity of the Govern- 
ment in the case was proved. This same 
Sergeant Sullivan and two constables 
about the same time planted poteen on 
a poor man named Mulgrew, prosecuted 
him, and succeeded in getting him im- 
prisoned for three months in Castlebar 
gaol. One of the police engaged in the 
business afterwards boasted that he got 
the poteen at a place called Glenhest, and 
put it where the others found it. For 
this dirty work Sullivan was rewarded 
by being removed from the wild West toa 
choice station near Dublin, and not only 
was he rewarded in that way, but it would 
appear that he is specially free from the 
punishment due to crime. Since his 
transfer a charge has been made against 
| him which forced the county inspector of 
| Meath to suspend him from duty, but 
instead of proceedings being taken 
‘against him the matter was hushed up, 
and to-day he is wearing the uniform of a 
police officer instead of the uniform of a 
convict in one of His Majesty’s prisons. 
I will return to the poteen question by 
referring the House to the action of the 
Turlough, Balguary, and Pontoon police 
in the county of Mayo. Here the police 
| saw there was an absence of crime, and 
/an obnoxious man in the locality, in- 
| spired no doubt by the police, stated that 
| he would tax the district by bringing in 
| an extra police force. How did they set 
jabout the work’ A conference of 
| police sergeants from these three barracks 
was held, with the result that one of them, 
'who has since been promoted, actually 
| gave money to a poor man in the dis- 
| trict (who is prepared to prove it) to 
enable him to buy the material for illicit 
distillation. According to a Return 
made at the instance of the Chief Secre- 
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tary, as the result of a question put by cution a ‘ Yes.’ _* Because O’ Boyle pel 
me, a large number of seizures took place | polthe people?’ “Yee, ein? Did pats 
during that year, but no one was prose- | Searson know the reason why O’ Boyle was not 
cuted, as the utensils were actually pro-| liked?’ ‘Yes.’” 
cured first by the police, and then seized Qn this evidence they were bound over 
by them, and duly reported. I can to keep the peace, or in default to spend 
produce the men who saw them making , month in Castlebar Gaol. What a 
the preparations, and who immediately travesty of law! What a mockery of 
went and broke into pieces the utensils | justice! Did they content themselves 
for making illicit whisky. It may sur-| with that? No. After the two youths 
prise the right hon. Gentleman to learn | were convicted, the district inspector 
that the custodians of the law on these | and the police surrounded them in the 
oceasions were members of the United | barracks, and tried to terrify them into 
Irish League, and the criminals were the | giving bail to be of good behaviour, 
men who were paid to enforce the law. | although they were determined to go 
[ will give you another proof of the | to prison for the month, as they believed 
way the law is administered in Ireland. | they were innocent of the charge against 
Within the past few weeks, two youths|them. At first the boy Carney refused, 
were prosecuted in Ballyhaunis for! and seeing no chance in that quarter, 
alleged boohing at the son of a notorious | the district inspector went to the boy’s 
land-grabber named Frank O’Boyle. |father, and traded on his paternal 
The police served a summons on a witness feelings by pointing out the terrors of 
named Delaney who swore that they imprisonment. Mr. Carney told him 
coached him in what he should say for jn reply that the police had the same 
the prosecution, and that he was actually means at their disposal for getting up a 
swearing to their orders. I will quote a fresh prosecution, and declined to give 
report of the proceedings taken from his consent. But this ingenious  in- 
the Connaught Telegraph— | spector, not to be baffled in his designs, 
“ Willie Delaney, a sharp looking youngster, | S4V€ his solemn promise that they would 
son of the herd on the island farm, who accom- | not be interfered with in future, unless 
panied young O'Boyle on the evening of the | the police could catch them by the hand 


5th July, was then sworn, and he corroborated | . a f eas ian tie: alae 
the evidence of the latter. The crowd called | 12 the act of committing what he allege 


them the names already mentioned, and also, was a breach of the law. Now, I want 
cried out, ‘ Hi, for the dog, ne sel He identified t> know from the Chief Secretarv for 
the defendants as being in the crowd, and he , as : Be ita eg | 

saw Pat Carney carrying the old coat as a flag. Ireland w hat object this district in- 
Cross-examined by Mr. Barry: ‘You are a | Spector had in view, or whether he was 
cool young fellow, and you can swear fairly | acting in accordance with instructions 
ral] 9? ‘ “ iy? 6YV 7 — 7 ese . . ye e 
well ? l can, sir.’ ‘You would swear what! peeeiyed 2? Did this official and his 


you were told. Anyone having an interest in | hunditnas he nse thes 1 work ? 
you would tell you what to swear here, and | subordinates then cease their evil work * 


you would swear as directed. Is notthatso?’? No. A sergeant named Lyons, and a 
i a hing would swear what your | constable named Searson, accompanied 
“il : ’ fs apo wr nid gmnaitratae | the land - grabber into the_ licensed 
you about this case?’ ‘I don't know.’ ‘You | Premises of Mr. Delaney, who is promi- 
don't know? Was there anybody speaking to | nently connected with the United Irish 
you about it?’ ‘There was.’ ‘ Who was it ?’ | League, although they had over forty 


‘Constable Searson ; he was speaking to me | ; 
down on the farm.’ *He came to have a talk | ther licensed houses between the barrack 
and Mr. Delaney’s, clearly for the 


with you, and [ suppose he shook hands with 
you ? on did, ed ‘He mentioned the | purpose of trumping up a case against 
names of Carney and Boyle?’ ‘ He did, sir.’ | 1; 5 RIO vita nn 

‘So T thought. You are an excellent Crown | him, and de eb: him of his licence, 
witness. [suppose he told you what to swear because of his unwavering Nationalist 

: ‘Plage as A 

here against them?’ ‘He did, sir.” ‘He told , principles. The land-grabber demanded 
you it was your duty as the herd of the boy- | 9 glass of whiskey in the presence of this 


cotted grabber to come in here and swear 2 rit} book in hand. and 
everything against Carney and Boyle?’ ‘He sergeant, with note- an es 
did, ‘sir.’ ‘Tam really delighted that the; when the whiskey was supplied, so 
Crown handed 7 — » so Mie did he | disappointed was this busy-body sergeant, 
say to yon?’ ‘He said I should have to go to | +}, ” tow inti 
the court and swear what I was wanted pt that he ran round the town pointing 
those two boys.’ ‘You have sworn what he | OUt to everybody that Mr. Delaney 


told you to swear for the purpose of the prose- | supplied a grabber, and asked some of 
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the people what they thought of Mr. {doings of the police, who, after all, are 
Delaney now. I want to kn» can! mere instruments in the hands of our 
the law be respected when its officers act rulers, and who do this terrible work to 
like blackguards and ruftians, thirsting | qualify themselves for promotion, we 
for vengeance against Nationalists ?| have the judges of the land forgetting 
When this creature failed in his attempt} the solemnity and dignity of their 
to get Mr. Delaney in his meshes to! positions, assuming the role of Crown 
make a case against him at the next | prosecutor once more and shrieking, as it 
licensing sessions, he went round to| were, with the vehemence of a Judge 
the members of the League, trying to} Keogh, for the blood of those charged 
arouse their ire against Mr. Delaney, | before them for political offences. 

but I am glad to learn that the people | 

have treated these creatures as they) *Mp SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
deserve, with the greatest contempt. —_| hon. Member is not in order in referring 

I ask, Is that the way the law is|in that manner to the judges. 

administered in England and Scotland ? | 

No. Such scoundrelism is reserved for} Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: We have 
use in Ireland only, where the police know | leading Crown Prosecutors engaged in 
what pleases their superior officers and | the unholy work of jury-packing wher- 
masters in Dublin Castle. Of course I | ever a man is charged with being engaged 
cannot say whether work of that kind | in the furtherance of the national cause. 
is the policy of the Chief Secretary. The policy pursued by England in its 
But there can be no doubt whatever | government of Ireland has been a most 
that it is the policy of responsible police ruinous one. During the past fifty 
officers in the West of Ireland to en-| years about 4,000,000 of our people 
courage the commission of agrarian | have gone to other lands—going at the 
crime by their subordinates to blacken rate of well over 70,000 every year— 
the United Irish League and get up an and I am glad to say they have enough 
outery against it. Within the past few | spirit to carry with them undying hatred 
weeks there is a sort of reign of terror | to the Government that is the cause of 
in the Killmaclassar district, near West- | their exile. The great war that is being 
port. There is a sort of martial law | waged in South Africa is not so destrue- 
there. Some of the leading inhabitants | tive, so far as the numerical loss may be 
cannot move night or day without being | counted, as the drain of emigration from 
“ shadowed ” by police. Even the local | Ireland which is caused by the continued 
district inspector spends whole nights | misgovernment of that country who do 
at the doors of those people. And why? not know, nor care to understand, our 
Simply to cover the ruffianism of some | people. Although light may be thrown 
policeman who made an effort at spiking | on the way that things have been done in 
meadows in the locality. Like other Ireland by English Ministers, who think 
blunderers, this uniformed “Captain | it a duty to govern Ireland against the 
Moonlight ” wasn’t smart enough, as he | wishes of its people and their representa- 
used a peculiar kind of iron peg that was | tives, I fear it will have no_ beneficial 
in use in the Brockagh Barracks. It is! result, as prejudice and social hatred are 
time really that the Government should | too deeply rooted in the ministerial mind 
at once grapple with this grave question to listen to anything coming from an 
by granting the public inquiry into the | Irish quarter. Many previous debates 
acts of official blackguardism so often | and Ministerial admissions have shown 
called for by the Mayo County Council, | that not only the glorious constitution 
several district councils, and the different | of England, but the rights of personal 
divisional executives and branches of the | safety and private property, recognised 
United Irish League in the country. | by the ancestors of the Australian blacks 
I could give the House a large number | who danced before the Duke of Cornwall 
of such cases in different parts of Ireland, ‘the other day, are completely abrogated 
but T think I have given quite enough | whenever the strange constituents of 
to prove the policy of those who rule | the few Tory members for Belfast take 


Ireland from Dublin Castle and West-| into their heads to indulge in an orgie 


minster. Apart altogether from the) of unbridled ruffianism. 
Mr. John O’ Donnell. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order: That |to some person whom he rightly regards 
is not language which can be used in|as an enemy to his class and his race. 
regard to hon. Members of this House. | But in happy Belfast and on the streets 
of Portadown any foul-mouthed scoun- 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I was not|drel can come forth into a public arena 
referring to hon. Members, but to con-|and level the grossest insults and the 
stituents of the hon. Members for Belfast.| most outrageous calumnies at holy 
A glance into the real origin of those} women whose devoted lives have been 
recurring disturbances will explain the given to the care of the helpless and the 
responsibility of the authorities con-| sorely stricken and the little children, 
trolled by the Chief Secretary. It may | and against saintly men whose time and 
be stated as a fact that was notoriously | talents are spent in the service of their 
of common knowledge long before the | people, their church, and their God. 
recent riots or the prosecutions, that | But that is not all. 
language of the most ruffianlyand most | There are other and even more signi- 
inflammatory character—language so |ficant facts in connection with these 
vile, so filthy, so utterly abominable that | ever-recurring scenes of shame and 
the newspapers declined even to indicate | violence in the city of Belfast. The right 
its character when it was repeated in|hon. Gentleman, whose administration 
public was used from the steps of a/in Ireland we impeach, knows of the 
Government building for years. Why | existence of a scurrilous sheet called the 
were those ruftianly Orangemen allowed | Belfast Protestant, which I understand 
to use the steps of a public building when is produced under the direction of the 
the Nationalists would not be allowed to | vendors of the oratory I have described. 
use the courthouses built by their own | This loathsome sheet is devoted from 
money for the United Irish League | cover to cover almost to the circulation 


e A ° ye | : e e ° 
meetings, or even by a district council in | of libels and infamies more horrible and 





the discharge of its business if a cad of a | 
Are not | 


local magistrate objected ? 
these further reasons for protesting 
against the Chief Secretary’s policy of 
Irish administration? Why are not 
precautions taken against the repetition 
of this disgusting and inflammatory 
language? Why are the police in 
Munster and Connaught instructed and | 
hired to listen at windows and keyholes | 
and to insult and obstruct peaceable | 
meetings of United Irish Leaguers, while 
this tornado of unmentionable filth was 
being poured into the public ear every 
Sabbath afternoon in a city garrisoned 
by 1,000 policemen? Why was not a 
Government reporter sent to these | 
meetings, which were undoubtedly of a | 
dangerous character, and addressed by | 


| 


this terrible ruffian Widdowes, who got | 


‘coterie of firebrands. 


revolting than even those which these 
foul-mouthed authors are allowed to 
level against Catholic nuns and Catholic 
priests in the public streets and squares. 
The right hon. Gentleman has, I believe, 
seen this precious organ of the peculiar 
Protestantism professed by this leprous 
He knows who 
prints it. He knows how it is circulated, 
or if he does not he could have made 
himself acquainted with the facts just as 
speedily as they could be transmitted 
over the telegraph wires. What has he 
done to stop the circulation—or rather 
distribution—of this pernicious source 
of bigotry amongst ignorant Orangemen 
in Belfast, and of hatred and ill-will 
between all classes of the community ? 
Have thousands of police raised it all 
over Ulster? Or is it still untouched 





ten years and five months imprisonment | because the names of two of the Unionist 
here and in America for committing an /| representatives of Belfast figure pro- 
unnatural crime, while official reporters | minently as generous subscribers to its 
have been sent all over the country to | funds, and the infamous propaganda it 
United Irish League meetings which were | is carrying amongst the most violent 
without exception of the most peaceable | sections of the people in cities and towns 
character? Perhaps I may answer and|in Ulster? Or is it because his own 
say more of English impartiality as we| policy has not been attacked as it has 
know it. In Munster and Connaught a{ been attacked in the columns of the 
man’s liberty is endangered and his|Jrish People? Here in my place, and 
county proclaimed if he refuses to speak |in the presence of the members of the 
( 
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Government, I say there is no law in 
Ireland, as law is understood in countries 
claiming to be civilised. The landlords 
and their henchmen, the jury-packing 
lawyers, the bailiffs, the sheriffs, and the 
police rule the south and west. Law 
and order in the north are absolutely 
subservient to the goodwill of the 
maddest gangs of bigots that, ever dis- 
graced human nature. And it is because 
these things are so, and that the Irish 
people and their representatives are face 
to face with such facts and circumstances 
every day of our lives, that I intervene 
in this discussion and protest against the 
continuance of a system of misgovern- 
ment which aims at nothing if it does 
not aim at the extermination of our Irish 
race. 

In my own native county, close on 
10,000 men are compelled to leave home 
every year to live a life of constant 
drudgery and hardship, only to leave 
their wives and children at home in such 
wretched circumstances as to prevent 
them from getting the necessary food, 
clothing, or education to fit them for the 
life before them. And all this while tens 
of thousands of acres of the best land 
in the world are left untilled for the 
benefit of a few greedy individuals. 
This is more of English law as we know 
it in Ireland, and the present Chief 
Secretary is undoubtedly responsible 
for the continuance of that wretched 
state of affairs. The other night, in 
reply to some questions, I heard the 
Chief Secretary say that in Belfast the 
police never carry arms except for pur- 
poses of ceremonial display. Well, as far 
as I have observed, they do nothing 
more than have ceremonial displays in 
the south and west of Ireland. Whenever 
I go tomy constituency, there appears 
to be a great ceremonial display, for no 
less than from fifty to one hundred 
policemen and officers follow me, armed 
with rifles, bayonets, batons, and all the 
paraphernalia of war, without any 
necessity whatever, as I believe. I am 
one of the most moderate of men in my 
demands. I will take this opportunity 
of asking hon. Members of this House 
how would they like to be treated when 
they visit their constituencies as I have 
been when time allows me to visit mine. 
On the last occasion I was at Ballyhaunis 
two policemen were stationed above my 


Mr. John O’ Donnell. 
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hotel door, two others below the door 
on the opposite side of the street, while a 
etective-sergeant and a constable kept 
walking up and down before the door 
during the time I was there. What kind 
of a policy was that? The Chief Secre- 
tary also said that policemen could not 
go into Harland and Wolff’s place in 
Belfast, because it is private property ; 
but I say they had as much right to go 
in there as to go into the back yard of 
my hotel and keep guard onit after I suc- 
ceeded in leaving the hotel unknown to 
the six who were set to watch me. Is 
that more of English law as we know it 
in Ireland? I may take the liberty of 
telling the Chief Secretary that the 
sweetness of tongue and emptiness of 
promise mixed, as it has been, with a 
great deal of the callousness and bru- 
tality of the worst of his predecessors 
which has so far characterised him, will 
no longer be tolerated. He must not 
try to ride two horses at the same time, 
or he will come down as great a failure 
as any of those who fail to accomplish 
that most impossible task of governing 
a nation against its people’s will. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpnam, Dover): It can 
hardly be expected that at this late hour 
of the night I shall be able to do full 
justice to the many points raised hy 
hon. Members from Ireland. The hon. 
Member adduced a number of cases 
to prove that the police in Ireland were 
actuated by an unreasoning spirit of 
brutality towards the inhabitants of that 
country, and that, with the connivance 
of the Irish Secretary, they endeavoured 
to find fault with the United Irish 
League. The House will not be sur- 
prised to hear that I am not prepared 
to deal with all the cases to which the 
hon. Member referred, but among them 
I did recognise a number of old friends. 
There was the cross-examination of a 
boy. Is any reply needed to such a 
ease? The boy dutifully replies, “ Yes, 
Sir,” to every question put to him by the 
cross-examining counsel, and [ think 
any gentleman who has had experience 
of the law will agree that those questions 
were leading questions. If the hon. 
Member had read out the examination 
in-chief, no doubt we should have found 
that the answer was ‘“ Yes, Sir,” to 
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every question put by the other side,| Mr. WYNDHAM: I prefer not to 
and that on re-examination the same! state the amount, but it is substantial. 
simple method was followed. The reason| That illustrates the attitude of the 
more importance was attributed to the | Government towards so lamentable and 
affirmative examination than the affir-| rare an occurrence. 

“pi cross-examination is that the} Mr. DILLON: Not rare. 

ormer was confirmed by the evidence | . 

of other witnesses, while the latter was | Mr. WYNDHAM: I may say that a 
absolutely uncorroborated. Then came | Searching inquiry has been instituted 
the case of Sergeant Sullivan. The hon. |!" the records of any similar occur- 
Member said the sergeant was charged | Tences in this country, and compensa- 
with an offence, and that the matter | ‘0m on the highest scale that can be 
was hushed up. The charge was brought | discovered will be given. ‘That is a very 
by a most disreputable character ; it was | Tank statement, and it is typical of the 
closely examined into, and found to have attitude of the British Government. 
not the slightest foundation. The ser- 


[“ Oh, oh.”] There were three courses 
geant was absolutely cleared, and ye 


115 Avevst 190i} 


{| Open to me with regard to this officer. 
upon that case the hon. Member not| !here was no evidence on which this 
only attacked the constabulary, but | S°™geant could have been prosecuted in 
attempted to involve the Government | a court of law. I might have said, “1 am 
in a charge of supporting men who were | _ dissatisfied with this sergeant’s 
unworthy of support, and of conniving evidence. I will therefore remove him 
at their offence, to the neglect of the| another district. No charge can be 
proper maintenance of order in Ireland. | brought against him on which a con- 
[ now come to the case of a man named_ Viction could be secured ; therefore I can 
McGoohan, who was convicted on a’ take no further steps.” Or I might have 
charge, and sentenced to two years | instituted a prosecution, knowing that 
imprisonment. I regret to say that that | 20 conviction could be secured. 1 think 
man was convicted on a false charge. 'the best course was that of making a 
'departmental inquiry, and dismissing 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : Is it not) 


the fact that sixty Catholics were | ae Seeese tease Foe FOC, erase Keel 

ordered to stand by when the jury was | sein hs, sane Site gett Leona 

Sitti packed to convict him * | ment, as he loses his pay, his position, 
E and his prospect of pension. 

Mr. WYNDHAM : I have no know- | I have dealt with the three cases I 
ledge of that fact, nor is it relevant to | recognise in the long tissue of vehement 
my argument. The charge made _18| denunciations, and if I had had warning 
that the Government habitually connive lof the others, doubtless I could have dis- 
at the infamous administration of the | posed of them in a similar manner. | 
law. I think I have fairly disposed of | do not charge the hon. Member with 





two cases, and cleared the police and the 
Government of any such imputation 
Tam now dealing with the third ease, in 
regard to which L openly state my opinion 
that the sergeant of police was guilty of 
infamous conduct, that he was a cunning 
and unscrupulous scoundrel, and that 
on evidence given by him an innocent 
man was sent to prison for two years. | 
instituted a most searching inquiry into 
that case; I left nosteps untaken which 
would enable me to arrive at the truth. 
When I obtained proof, I directed that 
the innocent victim of this infamous 
action should be substantially com- 
pensated, and public reparation made 
to him. 


Mr. JOHN 


compensation ? 





O'DONNELL: What 


bringing forward these accusations with- 
out in some sense believing them to be 
true. I think he is deeply concerned 
over some of these agrarian disputes 
which unfortunately have raged in Ire- 
land for many years, and which to a 
limited degree rage still. But I ask the 
House whether any solution to the Irish 
land difficulty is to be found in such an 
attitude as the hon. Member has adopted 
to-night ? The case of Mr Phibbs was 
mentioned. Let me tell the House the 
origin of that case. There is in Ireland 
a farm into which the surrounding 
tenants were permitted by the landlord 
to place certain capital. The tenants 
desired to buy that farm. There is no 
machinery in the Statute-book enabling 
them to do so. In order to secure their 
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object, by what process of reasoning 1| monuments of that war. Can those 


: . . . | 
cannot imagine, they withdrew their | 


capital from the farm. I do not think 
that was a wise proceeding, and I doubt 
whether it was legal. 
left derelict of their own will and motion, 
another man offers to take it. It is let 
to him. That man is entitled to all the 
protection the law can give him. Apart 
from the illegality of subjecting that man 
to petty annoyance, and people in 
humbler circumstances who serve him 
to great oppression, it is stupidity. How 
can such action advance by one year or 
one day any satisfactory solution of the 
land question in Ireland? Is it not 


clear that if this illegal, wicked, and | 
stupid war is waged, any such appeal | 
as is made to me cannot be entertained | 
by any Government which may happen | 


to be in power? But fortunately these 
melancholy events, which at one time 
were spread over a large area of Ireland, 
are now confined to small districts, which 
can and will be dealt with. Therefore I 
have not altogether set on one side the 
hope that the Government may be able 
in the future to take up once more the 
difficult task of passing land legislation 
for Ireland which may hasten the solu- 
tion of the difficulty which all desire. 
It is quite clear that you cannot deal 
with the Irish land question unless you 
banish from the social atmosphere of 
Ireland disorder and oppression. Only 
when that has been done can anybody 
hope to carry out this difficult task of 
reconstruction. 

The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division opened his speech by trying 
to draw an analogy between some 
features in the Irish agrarian question 
and some features in the situation 
in South Africa. He pointed out 
that it is the policy of the Government 
when the war is over to give assistance 
to the citizens of the two republics to 
take up the pursuit of agriculture. 


Yes, Sir, when the war is over, and to. 
those who have ceased to wage war. | 


Everything turns upon that. The hon. 
Member instanced the case of the evicted 
tenants, who had taken part in the Plan 
of Campaign. That was a land war—I 
accept the description—a war the wisdom 
of which was doubted by many of the 
hon. Members who then sat on those 
benches. These derelict farms are the 


Mr. Wyndham. 


' nation for the benefit of the land. 


| take from them their land. 


monuments be abolished unless every 
intention to renew that war has been 


|abandoned ? It is in no spirit of vindie- 
The farm being | 


tiveness that I say it would be wrong to 
Ireland and wrong to Irishmen, who may 
be tempted to imitate those courses, to 
use exceptional State action to put back 


those evicted tenants until all parties in 
Ireland have abandoned any intention 


of renewing that war. In saying that I 
am but repeating what was said by the 
First Lord of the Treasury on a somewhat 
similar occasion. I will quote his words, 
because they give very accurately my 
own view of this matter. He said— 

“T for one should certainly not contemplate 

it—(that is, using the money and the legis- 
lative power of Parliament for this purpose)— 
with equanimity unless every sect or party 
would hold out to us the hope that we have 
s2en the end of these things.” 
If there is no prospect of the renewal of 
this warfare certainly it is to the interests 
of the Government to wipe out all traces 
of the warfare of the past. But so long 
as there is a prospect of the renewal of 
this warfare—and I say this in no spirit 
of vindictiveness—the Government can- 
not come to the assistance of those who 
may be tempted to adopt this course in 
the future. 

I quite readily accept one sentence 
which fell from the hon. Member for 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool. He 
said that this question could not be settled 
by force, and that the only way to settle 
it permanently was by amicable agree- 
ment. I accept that statement, and I 
say that I think no lasting good can be 
done in regard to the land question 
except by the co-operation of all those 
interested in it. I am profoundly con- 
vinced of the truth of that statement. 
If you can accomplish this object by 
means which are desirable and legitimate 
this may prove beneficial to Ireland. 
The hon. Member at the beginning of 
his speech claimed that the leaseholders 
had only entered into a legitimate combi- 
Does 
that statement not make us pause and 
reflect? The object of this agitation is 
simply to hunt out these leaseholders and 
[Nationalist 
cries of ‘‘ No, no!’] But I know of cases 
of this kind. The difficulty in Ireland 
springs largely from the fact that a great 
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sent First Lord of the Treasury is the 
first statesman who attempted to deal 
with these agricultural slums. In my 
opinion the only hope of a successful 
solution of the problem is by pursuing 
the line which my right hon. friend laid 
down, but how can we increase holdings 
that are too small if land which they 
might buy in the open market is being 
made the subject of illegal oppression and 
open disorder? Owing to economic 


to take any steps to benefit such proper- 


mind a case which was referred to at 
question time. One of these estates 


the occupiers in the neighbourhood. 
But what was done in this case? A 
meeting was summoned in order to 
intimidate the person who owns this farm. 
Can any court of law or any Government 
worthy of the name countenance a 
proceeding so disorderly and fraught with 


a fair price ? I believe this can be done, 
and will be done in those parts of Ireland 


that at this time of the night I cannot 
discuss fully the Irish land question. 
In my opinion this is the first and the 
last question connected with the welfare 


and the serious attention of all those who 
may cherish the hope that something 


question can never be solved so long as 


of legislation by agreement. 


QUEEN’s COLLEGE PROFESSORS— 
NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, §.): I 





lawlessness and disorder. I recognise | 


may be done for the agricultural com- | 
munity in Ireland. But the Irish land | 
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part of Ireland is oceupied by what I| have a question which I desire to put 
may call agricultural slums. The pre- to the Chief Secretary connected with 


'the Queen’s College, Belfast, in reference 
| to two appointments of professors which 
| have been made there some little time 
_ago. Those interested in Queen’s College 


| believe that some injustice has been 
‘done to these two professors who have 


disasters in the past, and owing to hasty | 
legislation—I refer to the work of the | 
Encumbered Estates Court—there are in | 
[Ireland many properties upon which it is | 
no man’s interest and in no man’s power | 


been appointed, and the chairs they hold 
by the terms of their appointment. 
These appointments have been limited 
to seven years. I find that, without 
exception, the appointments to those 
very same chairs, three of which have 
been made in quite recent years, have 
been permanent appointments, and that 
the same thing has taken place in connec- 
tion with appointments at Queen’s 


College, Galway. I say that there is no 


ties. We can only deal with that ques- | 
tion by legislation, and yet I have in my | 


reason whatever for this limitation. 
My right hon. friend told me that this 


| was either a case of misapprehension or 


is at present in the courts, and it is stated | 
in this case that those who have the | 
administration of this estate would be | 
ready to sell one farm upon the estate to | 


a misunderstanding, and I should like 
to ask him whether the misunderstand- 
ing arose from a recommendation made 
in Belfast, or whether it took place by 
some superior authority. I say that, 
apart from the fact that these appoint- 
ments have been made, so far as my 


'examination goes, permanent in Galway 
and Belfast without exception, there is no 


the most evil consequences ?- Why cannot | 
this farm be bought by entering into | 
negotiations for purchase by offering | 


reason whatever for limiting them in 
Belfast, for neither in the new university 
of Birmingham or any other university 
is there to be found any analogy for 
limiting such appointments. Such 
limitations are contrary to the practice 


of the medical profession, and they must 


where we are not confronted with | 


| 


lead to inferior men applying for these 
appointments. I ask my right hon. 
friend to consider whether these men 


cannot be placed upon the same footing 


of Ireland, and it deserves the earnest | 


recourse is had to violence and disorder | 
in preference to the more certain method | 


as their colleagues occupy in Cork and 
Galway. 

I want also to say a word on the ques- 
tion which has been raised with regard 
to the residual grant. I have gone into 
four or five instances of the non-payment 
of the balance of the residual grant, and 
[ am convinced that an error has been 
committed by somebody in authority. 
The matter is a very complicated one, 
but I will put it broadly in this way. 
There are innumerable instances in 
which amounts which vary from three 
months to fifteen months in special 


‘instances are still owing, in my opinion, 


| 





to national school teachers. My sugges- 








1075 


Consolidated Fund 


tion is that the Chief Secretary should 
appoint an independent accountant to 
examine the books. If it is an error in 
book-keeping they will not be satisfied] 
by the opinion of the department which) 
made this error. Therefore, I would 
ask him whether 
appoint an independent accountant to go 
into these intricate 
believe that if my right hon. friend were 
to take that course it would goa very long 
way to allay the feeling of irritation 
which exists at the present time, for 
which [ think there is a certain amount 
of justification, and which irritation 
has been created by the general dissatis- 
faction which at present exists. 
new regulations are in my opinion very 
inadequate, and certainly they deprive 
the existing school teachers of the pros- 
pects of preferment which they had a 
right to look forward to, and which 
they could obtain in the past. 
RAILWAY SERVANTS’ GRIEVANCES. 

*Mr. BELL (Derby): i am sorry to 
have to detain the House for a few 
moments with the discussion of another 
subject, altogether different from that 
which we have been discussing to-night. 
It is a subject on which I believe I shall 
be able to elicit the practical sympathy 
of all hon. Members of this House, 
having regard to the very long hours 
we have been obliged to work this week 


The | 


{COMMONS} 


he cannot this time 


calculations. [| 





in this Assembly. The question I am| 
going to raise is as to the operation | 
and administration by the Board of 
Trade of the Hours Act of 1893. The 
Hours Act of 1893 was the result of a/| 
Royal Commission, which sat for about, 
[ believe, two years, to inquire into the 
hours of employment of railway servants. 
The Act was then passed as the result 
of that inquiry, its provisions being | 
framed to give power to the Board of 
Trade in order that they might without 
friction or labour troubles inquire into 
the hours worked by railway servants 
upon complaints laid before them. I 
find now that the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Trade on 
15th June last, when the Estimates 
were being discussed, made a statement 


ithe Board of Trade. 





which was not absolutely correct, and 
he will, I am _ sure forgive me, 
for saying this, for I do not in the least | 
impugn his veracity. The statement al 

Mr. Macartney. 
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made was doubtless in accordance with 
the information and advice supplied to 
him. The right hon. Gentleman, in 
replying to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen, eulo- 
gised the railway companies for the 
manner in which they themselves were 
reducing the hours of their employees, 
pointing out that for the year ending 
July of this year—the report of which 
was published on the 3rd of August— 
it is shown that there were forty-one 
cases reported to the Board of Trade 
during the twelve months ending July. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


THE PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrowr, Leeds, 
Central): July last year ? 


*Mr. BELL: Yes, July last year. Now, 
I know the right hon. Gentleman was 
perfectly earnest in what he said, and 
that the Report was prepared by a 
gentleman in whom this country had 
absolute confidence, but who unfor- 
tunately is now deceased. I refer to 
Sir Courtenay Boyle. He states in his 
Report that— 

“The Report shows a continued decrease in 
the number of complaints made. The exact 
number of such complaints received during 
the year ended 27th July, 1900, was 41, as 
compared with 46 in 1899, 76 in 1897 and 156 
in 1895. The steady fall in the number of 
complaints which has lasted continuously since 
the last-named year, may, I think, be taken as 
indicating a tendency on the part of the rail- 
| Way companies to watch the effect of the 
revision of hours and themselves to adjust 
their tables of working hours without waiting 
for representations from the Board of Trade.” 
What I desire to call the attention of the 
Board of Trade to particularly is that 
that is not quite correct as to the reason 
why so few complaints were laid before 
The fact is that 
the men themselves who are compelled 
to work these long hours have got sick 
of laying complaints before the Poard 
of Trade, in consequence of the extra- 
ordinary delay which occurs in the 
Department in making inquiries into 
them. Whilst I could enumerate scores, 
if not hundreds of cases I have simply 
selected one from each of several railways 
as typical cases for the consideration 


|of the President of the Board of Trade. 


On the 22nd February, 1900, I laid before 
the Board of Trade a complaint on behalf 
of the shunters of the Lancashire and 
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Yorkshire Company. This was acknow-|in the interests of the men themselves. 
ledged on the 23rd of February by the}The men complained. The Board of 
Board of Trade. They were asked for a| Trade was communicated with on the 
further reply on the 8th of August.| 28th of September, 1899. The letter 
On the 11th of August they wrote to | was acknowledged by the Board on the 
say they were in communication with | 29th of September ; further information 
the company. They were again asked | was: sked for by the Board on the 6th of 
for a reply on the Ist January, 1901, | October, and it was sent on the 2nd of 
and on the 7th of January they wrote | November, and acknowledged by the 
to say that they were still in communica- | Board on the 4th of November, 1899. 
tion with the company. No definite No less than twenty-three months have 
reply has been received uptothis moment. elapsed since representations were first 
Why is it that in the case of a complaint made, and no reply has been yet received. 
made on the 22nd February, 1900, there In this matter of long hours during 
has been no reply made up to the 15th | the past week or so hon. Members them- 
August, 1901? That is a case affecting | selves have had a striking experience of 
one centre on the Lancashire and York- | its ill-effects, and they will at any rate 
shire. Then there is a case of “long sympathise with these men for whom I 
hours of signalmen at Nottingham am pleading. I have made numerous 
Great Central.” The Board of Trade | complaints on behalf of engine-drivers 
was written to on the 5th September, | and goods guards, and these are men who 
1899, and the complaint was acknow-| hold very important posts, as everyone 
ledged on the 6th September. They | knows. Here is a specimen of the hours 
were again written to on the Ist of | of work of engine-drivers and firemen on 
August, 1900, and acknowledged the | the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
further communication on the 3rd|amongst other complaints received. 
August, and their reply was received | On Monday, 18th March, in the Wigan 
on the 7th of August, 1900, and the | shed the men worked 11lhrs. 50mins. ; on 
result was that the hours were reduced | Tuesday, 13hrs. 45mins. ; on Wednesday 
from twelve to ten per day. In that/13hrs. 50mins.; on Thursday, 13hrs. 
case it took eleven months to elicit a|15mins.; on Friday, 14hrs.; and on 
reply. Here is another case, on the | Saturday, 12hrs. 10mins., or a total of 
London and South Western. “Long | 78 hours 50mins. for the week. These 
hours of platform staff on London and | are the hours of the engine-drivers and 
South Western Railways '(Sundays).” | firemen who have to work our railway 
Representations were made to the Board | business. If hon. Members in this House 
of Trade on 20th July, 1899. They | get so fagged out after ten or eleven 
were acknowledged by the Board on! hours work, what must be the condition 
the 22nd July. On the 18th August | of these men who work the locomotives 
the Board asked for further information, | on our railways if they are kept at work 
and that was sent on the 23rd August, |longer than twelve hours a day? I 
the communication being acknowledged | know that at the present time there are 
by the Board on the 25th August. No|a large number of men on our railways 
reply coming to hand, a further repre- | who are kept at work for twelve, thirteen, 
sentation was made on 20th November, | fourteen, and fifteen hours a day con- 
which representation was acknowledged | tinuously. It is in view of these facts 
on the 22nd November. Further repre- | that I urge the President of the Board of 
sentations were made on the 20th July, | Trade to apply the provisions of the Act 
1900, and the Board's final reply was | of 1893—that I ask him to make the 
dated 26th July, the result being that | conditions under which these men work 
the intervals of rest were increased before | better than they are under the powers 
and after the long turns. It took over | he already possesses for that purpose. 

twelve months to obtain that reply from} I desire particularly to call attention 
the Board of Trade. On the London, | to the statement in Sir Courtenay Boyle’s 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway | Report that there were only forty-one 
there is one cabin in which the signalmen complaints made during the twelve 
make longer hours than are safe even| months ending July, 1900. Well, I 
in the interests of the public, much less | myself laid before the Board two specific 
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instances in which there were a greater | goods guards had worked excessive hours 
number of cases of long hours than are| —upwards of 100. This cannot have 
contained in the Report altogether. I| received the attention of the Board, 
made a representation to the Board on | otherwise they would not have set forth 
November Ist, 1899, as to the long hours | in their Report that only forty-one com- 
worked by the goods guards at Sheffield | plaints were made in the year ending 
on the Midland. The statement I made | July, 1900. I have here another typical 
was that in the previous week eighteen | case of the hours of signalmen on the 
guards worked upwards of 100 hours. London and North-Western Railway. 
On 8th November the Board replied that | Representations were made to the Board 
there was nothing in my letter to show | of Trade on the 19th February, 1901. 
that the representation was authorised | They were repeated on the 4th June, 
by the men concerned, and asking | 1901. On the 8th of June a reply was 
whether the complaint was made at the | received, which read as follows— 
request of the men. On the 10th of 
November I wrote to the Board to the 
effect that it was not absolutely necessary, ; 
in accordance with the powers conferred | thee directed by the Board of Trade to state 
nat they inquired into this case, but that the 
on the Board by the Act, that the men | circumstances disclosed did not appear to 
themselves should make the complaint. | warrant further action.” 
The first section of the Act of 1893 says— In regard to this let me remark as to 
“If it is represented to the Board of Trade, railways generally that there is reason 
by or on behalf of the servants, or any class of | to fear that too frequently incorrect in- 
servants of a railway company,” ete. | formation is given to the Board of Trade 
It is clear from those words that it is by the railway officials. They do not 
competent to me or to any Member of | compare with the statements which come 
this House to make representations on | from the men themselves, and I think it 
behalf of the men. If any hon. Member | would only be fair that the two sides 
finds or is of opinion that the engine! should be made known in order that 
drivers or guards or any other class | either one, if it is inaccurate, should be 
of employees on a _ railway have ( corrected. 
been working longer hours, or are| There are further instances I wish to 
working longer hours than they! point out—and I may here remark that 
ought to, he has a right under | jt is a strange thing that so much of 
this Act to lay a complaint before the | this trouble should emanate from the 
Board of Trade. But the Board of Trade) London and North-Western Company. 
desired to know from me whether the} Why this is the case I am unable to say. 
representation made was authorised by | But it seems to me that the fault lies 
the men concerned, and I replied that} either with the railway companies or 
the complaint was laid by the secretary of | the Board of Trade, or both. I hope to 
the Sheftield branch of the Amalgamated | hear from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Society of Railway Servants, and that | President of the Board of Trade as to 
complaints by him were regarded as/ whether it is with his Department, or 
authentic by me. That was on 10th! with the railway companies, that ‘the 
November. On the 30th of that month, ! fault lies in regard to this extraordinary 
1899, further representations were made | delay in obtaining decisions in regard 
by me to the Board to the effect that) to complaints of long hours of service on 
in the previous week fifty-nine goods} our railways. I made a representation 
guards had worked upwards of 100 hours, | on behalf of the wagon examiners em- 
and that one man had worked 126 hours. | ployed by the London and North-Western 
This was in the month of November, let it} Company at Newark and Doncaster. 
be observed, in the midst of foggy | These men have to deal with moving 
weather, At one station alone fifty goods} yehicles and their occupation. is most 
guards work upwards of 100 hours, and dangerous, but, nevertheless, though the 
one of them 126 hours in one week. In} Act of Parliament was passed in 1893, it 
these two instances, in one month of the has taken till April of this year for the 
year 1899 I mad> representations to the’ Board of Trade to find out that. they 
Board of Trade showing that sixty-eight | cannot act in the case of men who are 
{ 


Mr. Bell. 


_ “With reference to your letter of the 4th 
inst. on the subject of the hours of duty of 
some of the signalmen employed at Longsight, 
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wagon examiners, though they are not 
employed on premises belonging to the 
London and North-Western Company, 
they are employees of that company, and 
work London and North-Western traffic 
at Newark and Doncaster. To my mind, 
the spirit of the Act was, and is, that the | 
men employed by the company should be | 
under the Act so far as hours of employ- 
ment are concerned, without drawing 
the line so fine as it endeavoured to draw 
it in this particular instance. The Board 
of Trade pointed out to me that they 
could not act, as they say— 

“ for the reason that the employees in question 
were not engaged in working the tratfic on any 
part of the lines of the company by whom they 
were employed.’ 


I wrote again, and on 19th April they | 
replied and promised to follow the case up. 
Mr. Hopwood said in his letter— 


“Tam, however, to add that the Board will 
yive renewed consideration to the matter, and, 
should it appear desirable, will be further 
advised therein.” 





This opposition has simply been raised | 
by the London and North-Western | 
Company or the Board of Trade to find | 
out the interpretation of the particular 
words in the Act of 1893, “ engaged in 
working the traffic on any part of the 
lines of the company.” It is with a view 
to facilitating matters a little more in this 
direction that I have felt myself obliged 
to trouble the House with these few 
remarks to-night. | think it most 
extraordinary that from twelve to eigh- 
teen months should be occupied in 
ascertaining whether or not the men 
employed in the signal cabin at a par- 
ticular station are working excessive 
hours or not. I do not for a moment 
believe that all this unnecessary delay is 
due to the Board of Trade. I am familiar 
with the process of negot‘ating with the 
railway companies, and I find that this is 
one of the best cards they have to play— 
this delay in the negotiations. Rightly 
or wrongly they believe—and I believe 
rightly with many people—that if they 





who negotiate with them will get sick and 
tired of the whole business and let them 
have their own way. That is the exact 


{15 Aveusr 1901} 
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become fewer because the railway com- 
panies have been so considerate as to 
reduce the number of hours. I have 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


| pointed out that in two instances sixty- 


eight men have worked upwards of one 
hundred hours, and that in itself is 
enough to prove what I have said. 


And now I feel compelled to call atten- 
tion to the exceedingly heavy number 
of railway accidents that occur on our 
railways. We have been discussing to- 
night for a considerable time the number 
of men killed and wounded in South 
Africa. I am bound, before we termi- 
nate this session, to say a word or two 
on behalf of those who are killed and 
wounded in our industries in this country, 
and particularly those killed and woun- 
ded on our railways. These accidents 
on our railways are continually progres- 
sing. ‘There has been a very heavy in- 
crease last year, though since July, 
1899, we have had an Act for the Pre- 
vention of Accidents to Railway Servants. 
I am not going to dwell on that for any 
length of time. I know that Lord 
James of Herefordis considering the 1 ules 
drafted by the Board of Trade, but in 
regard to these rules, as in regard to the 
provisions of the Hours of Labour Act, 
I am afraid that the railway companies 
are impeding the action of the Board of 
Trade. In the matter of the rules they 
are pressing on the Board of Trade too 
many amendments. Their action is the 
same with regard to all measures which 
pass this House which are intended for 
the amelioration of the condition of 
their employees. They do everything 


\they can to prevent their successful 


operation. The time has come when 
something should be done by the Board 
of Trade to bring pressure to bear on 
these people to compel their co-operation 
in the saving of the lives and limbs of 
railwaymen. I will not trouble the 
House with reference to all the railway 
accidents, but a return has been made 
out bearing upon those which occur 
in connection with thirty-six different 


'grades or sections of railwaymen em- 
delay long enough in negotiation those | 


ployed. One-third of the fatal accidents 
and more than half the accidents result- 
ing in injury to railwaymen occurred 


‘in connection with six grades only out of 


position with regard to the hours of | the thirty-six. In the case of the capstan 
labour of railwaymen. It is not the fact | men we find that last year one in every 
that the number of complaints \have 131 was killed, and 1 in 11 was injured ; 
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in the case of yardsmen 1 in every 165 
was killed, and 1 in every 58 was injured ; 
in the case of the shunters | in every | 
197 was killed, and 1 in every 12 was 
injured ; in the case of the goods guards | 
1 in every 267 was killed, and 1 in every 
15 was injured : of the drivers 1 in every 
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ing to put before the House all I had 
intended saying. We on the railways 
advocate shorter hours, and I will 


apply the principle we profess to the 


best of my ability. I am, however, 
forced by the exigencies of the occasion 
and the importance of the qu-stions 


673 was killed, and 1 in every 33 injured ; | with which I have to deal to avail myself 


and of the firemen | in every 789 was 
killed, and 1 in every 27 injured. No less 
than 181 were killed and 2,667 injured in 
those six grades. One in 391 of the whole | 
number was killed, and 1 in 26 injured. I | 
find that in these six grades there are | 
70,759 men employed. The same com- | 
panies employ 68,661 mechanics—just | 
2,000 less than the number of men | 
employed in the six grades I have enume- | 
rated. Of these 68,661, only 19 were | 
killed and 47 injured, or 1 in 3,613 killed | 
and 1 in 1,461 injured. I mention | 
these figures to draw attention to the | 
fact that the mechanics are under the 


protection of the Factories and Work- | 


shops Act, and that they are better pro- 
tected than the men employed in these 
more dangerous trades connected with 
the railways. I mention them to press 
on the Board of Trade the necessity of 
doing all they possibly can to facilitate 
the operation of the new rules. It 
should be remembered that the injuries 
sustained by our railwaymen are not 
slight injuries, and between the war and 
the railways I am afraid that ere lon 

we shall have half our male population 
going about our streets cripples. 


In the | in the act of 


of this opportunity. And I must say 
a word or two in reference to replies 
_ the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade has given on one 
or two occasions to myself and several 
other Members as to automatic coup- 
lings on our railways. He has said that 
the matter has not been lost sight of. 
Well, it has been within sight for the last 
twenty years, but I trust that during 
the next twenty years it will come 
much closer to the view than it has 
been in the past. I am afraid that 
the accidents which occur are not 
‘all accurately reported Some acci- 
‘dents occur through the coupling 
/pole which do not get reported at all 
‘as coupling accidents. I have here 
/one or two cases in point to show that 
| accidents occur which are primarily 
due to the want of automatic couplings, 
‘though they are not reported as coupling 
accidents. One poor fellow was killed at 
| Newark on the 4th August. He had to 
‘run with the brake by the side of the 
wagons and was forced to carry his 
coupling pole with him. He was not 
coupling, or un- 


six grades with which I have been dealing | coupling, but it appears from the 
I find that 31 lost legs or feet, 14 arms | evidence given at the inquest that 
or hands, and 19 fingers or toes. Two the accident was due to his shunting 
grades were the principal sufferers in | pole getting between two broken pales 
these respects, namely, shunters and | of a fence or gate attached to the checker's 
goods gaurds. Of the shunters, 9,244 hut. It was pointed out that where the 
in number, 47 were killed and 693 in- truck was passing a space of eighteen 
jured. Ten lost their legs or feet, 2 lost | or nineteen inches only would be left. 
their arms or hands, and 4 lost their, The man was thrown down under the 
fingers or toes. Of the goods guards, | wheels of the wagon he was guiding. 
14,720 in number, 55 were killed and | The accident was not reported as an 
877 injured, 12 lost their legs or feet, 5 | accident due to coupling or uncoupling, 





lost their arms or hands, and 7 lost their 
fingers or toes. 


Now, this is too serious a matter to bo 


be done to prevent these horrible accidents 
on our railways. I am not going at this 
hour—-half-past one o’clock—of the morn- 


Mr. Bell. 


allowed to slip by, and I certainly think | 
that everything that can be done should | 





| but the instrument which, in the absence 


of automatic couplings, he was obliged 
to use in coupling operations, was the 
primary cause of the accident. The 
accident, therefore, should have been 
called a coupling accident. I have 
another case here which will show that 
the Act of Parliament as it was passed is 
not made a proper use of by the Buard of 
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Trade. It is a case in which an accident | 1 have put several questions to the right 
undoubtedly took place, but in which| hon. Gentleman the President o: the 
the Board say they cannot interfere,| Board of Trade as to this matter, and 
because nobody was killed. It is not | the House will agree that according to 
only in fatal cases that inquiries ought | this report I was perfectly justified in 
to be made. I want to see inquiries|so doing. The Lancashire and York- 
made before people are killed, in order! shire Company have adopted a new 
to prevent fatalities. The case 1am now system, and I find no fault with the 
referring to tock place at Kircaldy Har- | economy of the company in that respect. 
bour, on the 10th April, 1901, on the! I do not complain of their using a more 
North British Railway. It was ona | powerful engine and working it at high 
mineral branch line. The branch line pressure, but what I wish to make clear 
is on a falling gradient of one in forty | is that this company have eight or nine 
part of the way. The engine which works | more engines of the same class, and that 
on the line is only fitted with a hand- the men complain that the pressure 
break. No break-van is used. Theis so high, and the material used in the 
guard has to fix sprags in the wagon | construction so bad, that a great deal 





wheels. On the morning of the acci- | 
dent the guard only succeeded ir fixing | 
one sprag, instead of three. The train 
gained speed and got out of the men’s 
control. The fireman had to jump off, 
the engine to hold a pair of catch-points | 
over, in consequence of the boy who| 
does this usually not being on duty then | 
(5-10 a.m.). The train ran right over | 
the pier into the water (at any rate the | 
engine and some wagons did so), and 
the driver had to jump off. The train | 
consisted of an engine and six wagens. 
No one was injured. I asked the Board 
of Trade to hold an inquiry, but Mr. 
Hopwood on the 18th April replie:! 
that— 
“as this accident occurred on a mineral line 
and no person was injured, it is not one that 
the company are required, to report to this 
Department.” 
I maintain that accidents such as this 
should be inquired into. The driver | 
in the case I have referred to was a 
fortunate fellow, and had a happy escape, 
but if he had remained on his engine, | 
and had gone into the harbour with it, | 
he would in all probability have been 
drowned, and an inquiry then would have 
taken place. I want to know what is 
the use of an Act to prevent accidents | 
to railway employees if we have to wait 
until some one is killed or injured before 
an inquiry is held? I find in Major 
Druitt’s report of the locomotive boiler | 
explosion on the Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway at Knottingley, on March 
Ilth last, that the inspector reports— | 
“The main cause of the explosion was the | 
use of an unsuitable material for the fire-box 
stays, some of which were defective at the 
time of the explosion.” 


VOL. XCIX. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


‘that these things do occur. 
| they can be prevented, and in connection 


of leakage occurs, and the drivers could 
not work the trains properly. This 
engine exploded, two poor fellows were 


| blown to atoms, and an inquiry was held 


by Major Druitt, who has given as the 
cause of the accident the employment 
of unsuitable material. Well, I should 
like to ask whether or not the Board 
has made inquiries, or proposes to make 


‘inquiries, in respect to the other engines 


of the same class belonging to the com- 
pany, to find out if the stays of those 


'engines are made of the same material 


as those of the engine that was destroyed ! 
There ought to be some such inquiry 


‘before any more men are blown to 


It is very unfortunate indeed 


pieces. 
I know 


with this particular engine I refer to I 


‘think the right hon. Gentleman the 
| President of the Board of Trade will 


remember that I put a question to him 
on the subject six weeks ago. Before 


‘this engine exploded she was leaking 


so badly that the driver on one occasion 
had to take his train into a siding, unable 
to get steam enough to work it home. 
And because this occurred—not through 
his own negligence, but owing to the 
bad construction of the engine, as was 


‘amply demonstrated six weeks after- 


wards when she blew up—the result 


‘of his leaving his train and taking his 


engine to the shed empty was that the 
driver was reduced in the company’s 
service to the extent of Is. or Is. 6d. a 
day. And he is in that reduced position 
to-day, and all because he could not work 
his engine. The blowing up of the 
engine, surely, is sufficient proof that 


28 
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the man was innocent on that occasion. | now that they can only look to Parlia- 
The last point I have to put to the|menttohelpthem. Well, the companies 
right hon. Gentleman the President of | have a fair stock of directors and share- 
the Board of Trade is as to whether it is | holders in this House, and they advocate 
not possible for him to get his inspectors | the taking of measures to increase their 
to present their reports of inquiries with; number. I think if the railway com- 
greater despatch. It was important that | panies find it to their advantage to have 
this should be done, as it was now be directors in the House, the men are in 
coming the practice or custom for the | duty bound to look to securing a similar 
railway companies to delay reinstating | advantage in the interest of the safety 
men. In this way, if anything happens, | of their own lives and limbs. They are 
and there is reason to think that the | bound to make every use of every Act 
men are to blame, they are suspended of Parliament passed for their protec- 
whilst a Board of Trade inquiry takes | tion, and to secure the good offices of 
place, and they are not reinstated until | the Board of Trade wherever and when- 
such time as the Board of Trade publishes | ever they can, in order to improve the 
its Report. In this way, six weeks, or | conditions of their service. 

two months, or ten weeks, or three| 

months may pass before the Report Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon. 
comes ; the men are suffering a loss of | Member for Derby has addressed himself 
wages all the time, and then, when they mainly to two subjects, namely, the 
= reinstated, even if the Report of the | Hours of Labour Act and its adminis- 
Board of Trade is not unfavourable to tration by the Board of Trade, and the 
them, the sum of money deducted from Railway Accidents Act, and I will deal 
wages during this long period is too | briefly with each of these. The hon. 
much for the companies to hand back | Member has called attention to the fact 
to the men. The treatment of the men! that the applications under the Hours 
is not, by any means, such as the railway | Act have undoubtedly diminished, almost 
companies say it is, and therefore I can | from the first hour in which the Act 
only seek to apply the same remedy to | wag passed. That diminution is attri- 
their grievances as the companies them-| buted in the Report of the Board of 
selves apply—that is to say, make the Trade to a tendency on the part of the 
best use of this House in the endeavour | companies themselves to adjust the 
to secure the best possible conditions for hours to a reasonable length, and I 
the men employed on our railways. 1 think, notwithstanding what has fallen 
find that the chairman of the Chatham | from the hon. Gentleman, that that is 
and Dover Company (Mr. Forbes) com- | the real reason why the applications have 
plained bitterly at the half-yearly meeting diminished so much in number. There 
the other day that the men were nursed | were only forty-one applications last year, 
too much by the Board of Trade. He and I doubt whether for the year ending 
said they were wet-nursed by the Board | jn July last there will have been half that 
of Trade. I can assure him and the House | number. The hon. Member attributes 
that the contrary is the case. The men this diminution to quite a different 
are not wet-nursed by the Board of Trade. | cause, namely, to the dela ys of the Board, 
It is in the case of the companies that | and the disgust of the men at the delays. 
the wet-nursing 18 practised. I maintain Undoubtedly the hon. Member has 
that in the very instance I am dealing adduced some instances in which the 
with, namely, the delay in furnishing the time taken in negotiation between the 
reports of the inspectors who make! Board and the companies has seemed 
inquiries, 1s a wet-nursing of the com-/ to be inordinately long. I am not pre- 
panies. I am not inventing this charge pared to discuss these particular cases; 
myself, but I hold that I have quite |[ could not do so without referring to 
as much ground for saying that the Papers and studying the actual course 
companies are wet-nursed as Mr. Forbes, | of negotiations which have taken place ; 
one of their chairmen, has for saying, but 1 would remind the hon. Member 
that the men are wet-nursed by the of this. If the Board of Trade on ful 
Board of Trade. This chairman says | investigation made an order, and the 
at a shareholders’ meeting that they ' company did not obey it, there is whatis 
~ a a a helpless, powerless condition | equivalent to an appeal to the Railway 

r. Bell. 
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Commissioners. The Board of Trade | 
itself is powerless to enforce an order | 
except throgh the Railway Commis- | 
mioners, and if what is equivalent to an | 
appeal to the Railway Commissioners | 
were resorted to by the companies, I am | 
afraid that the delays would be greater 
than they are at present. The officials | 
of the Board of Trade have been able to | 
obtain a satisfactory settlement in a very 
large number of cases, and in no case | 
has it been necessary to enforce their | 
order through the medium of the Rail-| 
way Commissioners. This I say to the | 
eredit of those officials. As to the parti- | 
cular cases the hon, Gentleman has | 
mentioned, I would say that if there | 
has been undue delay in a special case | 
it would be well that he should make an 
appeal. I would then examine that case, | 
and, if necessary, and I thought there 
had been undue delay, I would take care 
that steps should be taken to hasten 
the proceedings, but so far as I am aware | 
I have had no personal appeal from the 
hon. Member with respect to any of 
these cases. I hope that in future he 
will appeal to me personally on the. 
subject, and I can assure him that the 
appeal shall have my best attention. 


| 


Now [ come to the question of acci-| 
dents. The hon. Member has admitted 
that so far as the drawing up of rules 
under the Accidents Prevention Act of | 
last year is concerned, there has, since | 
the beginning of this year, been no undue | 
delay. I think he is cognisant of | 
what is passing, namely, that we are, 
doing our best to come to an arrange- 
ment with the railway companies by 
which the draft rules already published 
shall be accepted as far as possible, either 
in their original or in a modified form, 
by the railway companies, so that all 
appeal to the Railway Commissioners pro- | 
vided for under the Act may be avoided. | 
But there are one or two other matters 
that the hon. Member has referred to. | 
There is, for instance, automatic coup- | 
lings. The position with regard to that | 
is this—I think I stated it the other day | 
in reply to a question—it is simply that | 
any couplers which may be adopted, | 
automatic or otherwise, must be capable | 
of being adapted to all railways, so that | 
traffic belonging to one company may be | 
tun on the line of any other company. | 


To secure this uniformity, it is desirable 
| 
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that the companies themselves should be 
satisfied as to what is the best form of 
coupler. They are making experiments 
at the present moment with various kinds 
of couplings, and until these experiments 
have been carried further than they have 
gone at present I do not think it would 
be wise for the Board of Trade to put in 
operation the powers they possess under 
the Act. But as the hon. Gentleman has 
said, I stated the other day the course 
which I proposed to follow. If after 
experiments and a certain lapse of time 
nothing of a satisfactory character is 
accomplished by the railway companies, 
it will be necessary for the Board of Trade 
to intervene in some way or other. I 
can assure the hon. Gentleman that I 
have not lost sight of the matter. 

The next point of the hon. Member 
was a complaint as to the Board of Trade 
having been asked to inquire into an 
accident, but having declined on the 
ground that there had been no loss of 
life or injury to limb. In this matter I 
may say it is for the Board to comply with 
the law as it stands. If we were to go 
further than that, and inquire into the 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


causes of all accidents, we should require 


to have a regular army of inspectors, and 
we should be destroying the responsi- 
bility of the companies on which the 
safety of their working depends. So far 
as I am able to judge, I do not think it 
would be desirable to introduce, in the 
case of railways, a system of inspection 
similar to that in use in the case of 
factories. I am sure it would throw on 


‘the Government Department a_ task 


which it would be almost impossible to 
undertake. I would illustrate that by 


reference to the explosion which lately 


occurred on the Lancashire and York- 
The cause of that ex- 
plosion appears to have been the weak- 
ness of the material of which the stays 
in the fire-box were composed. The hon. 
Member would appear to suggest that 
the proper course to adopt would be to 
inspect the locomotive before an accident 
happened to see whether or not they 
were properly constructed, so that acci- 
dents of this kind could be avoided. But 
such inspection would be impossible—— 


*Mr. BELL: No, no. What I sug- 
gested was that something should be 
done in the case of the engines of the 


282 
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same class as that which exploded. I 
said that the railway company had a 
number of engines of a similar class, and 
I wished to know what steps were to be 
taken to ascertain whether or not the | 
fire-box stays were made of the same | 


material. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 


{COMMONS} 





think we could do more than we have 
done—that is, to report in the case of | 
the accident, and to call the attention of 
the company to the fact that the accident | 
arose from the weakness of the material 
of which the stays were composed. 
course, the companies in all these cases 
take notice of the reports, and I have 
no doubt they will take steps to remedy 
the weakness wihch the inspector in this 
case has discovered. I believe that 
already they are doing that, and are | 
substituting for the amalgamation or | 
alloy of which the stay is composed a 
copper stay. The only other matter 
dealt with is the despatch in publishing 
the reports of the inspectors. I am-not 
prepared to admit that there is any un- | 
necessary delay. If the hon. Member | 
studies the reports on these accidents— | 
and I am sure he does—he will see that | 
they are of a nature which require a_ 
considerable amount of labour on the | 
part of the inspectors. The report as to 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire accident 
itself is one evincing the great care and 
labour bestowed on the inquiry by the 
inspector. I do not believe there is 
unnecessary delay, but here, again, if he 
can show me that this is the case—if he 
will confer with me personally—I will 
certainly look into any case submitted to | 
me, and do all I can to reduce the delay | 
in making the reports. I will reduce it | 
to the smallest possible point. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I venture | 
to make an appeal to the House to bring | 
this discussion to a close. As we all | 
know, the strain on the House has been 
very great. We have sat now for three 
successive days for more than twelve 
hours each day. Everyone whom I am 
addressing knows that it is the general 
wish that we should separate on Satur- 
day, but that can only be done by getting 
through this and other Bills on the Order 
Paper to-night. I hope that will be done 


| 











without throwing on the officials and 
ourselves a really intolerable burthen. 


Mr, Beil. 
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Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) said he 


desired to make two observations with 
reference to the question raised by his 
hon. friend the Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool. At the same time 
he desired to acquiesce in the request 
made by the right hon. Gentleman, and 
would confine his remarks to the question 
of the evicted tenants on a particular 
estate which he knew very well, namely, 
the Clanricarde estate, and he trusted he 
should be able to prove that the Plan 
of Campaign was in no way responsible 
for the conflict which had taken place 
between Lord Clanricarde and his tenants, 
and that the tenants did everything 
which any impartial tribunal would 
expect of them in order to avoid a con- 
flict. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: How does the hon. 
Member make that question bear on the 
salary of the Chief Secretary or on any 
other Vote? The hon. Gentleman can- 
not now discuss the land question. 


Mr. ROCHE said he thought he was 
entitled to discuss the position of the 
evicted tenants with the hope, however 
faint, that something might be done to 
reinstate them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: By legislation ? 
Mr. ROCHE: Yes, Sir. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Legislation cannot 
be discussed on the Appropriation Bill ; 
it must be a legislative matter. 


Mr. ROCHE said that they were 
promised a Land Bill which they did not 
see. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order order! That 


question does not arise. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said that in 
the absence of the Chief Secretary he 
would ask the Attorney General for 
some information with reference to the 
man McGoohan, who was one of his 
constituents. He had been pressing 
that case on the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General for some time, and he 
admitted that they had met him very 
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fairly. They had decided that the man| charged by the local bench. What 
was unfairly convicted and that he| happened? Did the Government won- 
would be given substantial compensation. | der why law and order were held in such 
He now wished to know what was the | contempt in Ireland or why no Irishman 
amount of the compensation. The man | expected anything like fairness in such 
was charged with cutting the tails off matters. Nearly two months had 
cattle and that offence was proved elapsed since those men were discharged, 
against him by a police sergeant named and on Monday last the local resident 
Sheridan, whom the Dublin Castle magistrate, Sir Robert Paul, was passed 
authorities since discovered was a over and a gentleman named Meldon 
soundrel and who was dismissed from | was brought down from the county of 
the police force. ) Wicklow to the town of Wexford, where 
he visited the local sessional prosecutor, 
Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror Mr. Cooper, and between the two of 
[IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, them they concocted warrants against 
XN.) said that the question the hon. | the men who had been discharged from 
Member asked was precisely the question custody and who would have attended 
which his right hon. friend the Chief on summonses. At three o'clock in the 
Secretary had refused to answer. morning a posse of police twenty or 
|thirty in number dragged those ten 
Mr. TULLY said that that was what farmers from their beds and brought 
he complained of. He wished to know!them in cars not to their own petty 
whether the compensation would be’ sessions district at Ferns but to Gorey. 
on the scale of that granted to another| Meldon stayed in Wexford all night 


innocent man in his constituency named 
Hepburn, who was sentenced to im- 
prisonment for life for a crime of which 


although his residence was in Bray and 


proceeded by the 10.15 train to Gorey, 


the Crown Prosecutor travelling with 


him in the same carriage. As soon as 
they arrived a special court was assem- 
bled and the ten men were brought 
before it over the miserable question of 
‘a Wexford hut. What did Meldon do ? 
The Commissions of the Justices of 
Peace as he understood had expired 
|owing to the six months which had 
elapsed since the demise of the Crown. 
He supposed Mr. Meldon’s commission 
had not elapsed but however that might 
be, he sat as a special court in Gorey, 
and the men applied for an adjournment 
in order to have professional advice. 
Meldon, who knew that the local magis- 
trates would get resworn if he gave any 
time, refused to grant an adjournmen} 
longer than up to Friday but he said 
that for the convenience of the accused 
he would adjourn the case to Ferns, 
where he would sit alone and return the 
men for trial at the next winter assizes, 
so that they would not be tried in 


another man afterwards admitted | 
he was guilty. Hepburn was released, 
and got a couple of thousand pounds 
compensation for the imprisonment he 
had suffered. Would McGoohan be com- 
pensated on the same liberal terms ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the Chief 
Secretary had stated that the man 
would get compensation, but it was 
obviously undesirable to state the amount. 


Mr. TULLY said if he got compensa- 
tion on the scale given to Hepburn he 
would be satisfied. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) desired 
to direct attention to a question of legal 
procedure which had occurred in Ire- 
land during the last few days. Everyone 
knew it was impossible to convert to | 
Protestantism either a Catholic or a Jew 
without expending more money than 
it was worth, but there appeared to be | Wexford at all. 

in England a faction which was deter-| They were asked to respect law and 
mined to spend large sums in endeavour- order. It was impossible. He had tried 
ing to convert Irish Catholics. On the! to do it, but it was no good. These 
26th June last an evangelistic platform | instances were of importance only be- 
was pulled down in the county of Wex-/ cause they were symptomatic. When 
ford and some farmers were charged! you are prepared to go these lengths 


with pulling it down. They were dis- | over the petty question of whether a 
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man 
own 
man 


should preach the Gospel in his 
extraordinary way, how could a 
expect that the law would be ad- 


ministered fairly and decently when the | 
great question of landlord and tenant | 
‘their beds at three or four o'clock in the 
But | 
the | 


came up? It must be remembered that 
the Irish had an educated clergy. 
these fellows were converted on 
Monday, and you sent them down to 
convert Catholics on the Tuesday. They 
heard their vulgar accents and their 
bad grammar ; they heard them shout- 


ing the name of God in what, to his 


mind, was a blasphemous manner—all 
this in the midst of a population with 
an educated clergy, and who reverenced 
the name of God. Was it surprising 
that the people rose against this abomi- 
nable spirit? He regretted that they 
threw over this Gospel tent, or this 
blasphemy Inferno, as he would prefer 


{COMMONS} 
|at? The Protestants of England, who 
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expected their name to be respected, 
sent down into an area in which he 
had no jurisdiction a paid minion to 
re-try these men, to drag them out of 


morning, to arrange the nice intricacies 
of the law in order to enmesh them and 
send them off to a foreign venue at the 
next winter assizes. And this was done 
in the name of lawand order. That law 
and order would never get respect from 
the Irish people. They despised it. Those 
who did these things in the name of 


law and order would only cause law and 


order to be despised, and their own 
names, however high they were, would 
be despised in addition. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 





to call it, but could that be wondered 49, 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, KennethR. (Christch. ) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


(Division 
AYES. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


{ Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Heath, James(Staffords. N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 


| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


| Lawson, John Grant | 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Mr. 1. M. Healy. 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 
Keswick, William 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN. S. | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long. 8 . Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 

Lowther, RtHnJW(C’ mbPenr) 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt HnSirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.J asper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morris, Hon, Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray/Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath; 
Nieholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 
| Randles, John S. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert, (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton /Lincoln) 
Seely, Capt.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley,Hn.Arthur (Ormskirk | Tollemache, Henry James Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk Mid - 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) Valentia, Viscount Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Sturt, Hn. Hvmphry Napier Walker, Col. William Hall Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T.| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Williams,RtHnJ.Powell-(Birm. | Sir William Walrond and 


Thomas, J.A.(Glamorgan,Gow. 


Thornton, Percy M. Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) | Mr. Anstruther. 

NOES. 
Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) | Hayden, John Patrick O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Ambrose, Robert | Healy, Timothy Michael O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Joyce, Michael O'Malley, William 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Leamy, Edmund O'Mara, James 
Clancy, John Joseph | Lundon, W. O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Cogan, Denis J. | MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Power, Patrick Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph M‘Govern, T. _ Reddy, M. 
Crean, Eugene | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Cullinan, J. Murnaghan, George | Roche, John 
Delany, William | Murphy, John | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Dillon, John Nannetti, Joseph P. | Sullivan, Donal 


Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway, N.) Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Tully, Jasper 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 


Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Field, William 


Flavin. Michael Joseph | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Teuters FoR THE NoEs— 
Flynn, James Christopher | O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. ) Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Gilhooly, James | O'Doherty, William Patrick O’Brien. 


Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Bill read a second time and committed | matter were not in attendance, and at 


for to-morrow. | this time of the morning he would 
|content himself by merely making his 

NAVAL WORKS BILL. | protest against bringing a Bill of this 
Considered in Committee :— mognitude forward so late in the session, 


| and in future when a Bill of this character 


= -~ ee vee was introduced he hoped it would be 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, | brought in earlier. 


Penrith) in the Chair.] 


| 
Clause 1 :— 


Clause agreed to. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint) Other clauses and schedule agreed to. 

Boroughs) said that a quarter past two | 

in the morning on the last day but one, Bill reported, without amendment ; 

of the session was not a proper oppor- | to be read the third time to-morrow. 

tunity to discuss a proposal of this magni- | 

tude authorising the expenditure of | MILITARY WORKS BILL. 

£27,000,000. They had been appealed to | Castle’ ta Camseiibtinn su 

by the Chancellor of the Exchequer upon : 

the score of economy, but he was afraid | (In the Committee.) 

that they were now spending their) Clause 1:— 

money very recklessly. He was in, 

favour of doing everything that could | Mr. DILLON said he proposed to move 

possibly be done to strengthen the fleet, | the Amendment standing in the name 

and to defences of a maritime character | of the hon. Member for West Islington. 

he raised no objection. But he wished | The finance of this Bill as he ventured 

to point- out that in regard to Naval| to point out yesterday, was totally 

works in the past there had been a very | different from the finance of the Naval 

great amount. of extravagance. They Works Bill. There was no doubt that 

were now practically giving the Govern-| the Naval Works Bill, in common 

ment a vote of credit amounting to | decency, ought to occupy one night at 

several millions of money, and as to the | least more, and he had not yet obtained 

way that money was going to be spent | one single word of explanation in regard 

they knew nothing at all. A number | to the totally different systems of finance 

of hon. Gentlemen interested in this | adopted in these two Bills- In the case 
{ 
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of the Naval Works Bill, no matter 
what the liability for work might be, 
they were asked to vote in the present 
Bill only so much money as it was esti- 
mated by the Board of Admiralty could 
be spent in the next two years. In the 
case of the Military Works Bill they were 
asked to vote borrowing powers equal 
to the total estimated cost of the work. 
The result of this policy in previous years 
had been simply ludicrous ; for whereas 
in the present Bill they were called upon 
to vote a fresh credit of £6,000,000, 
the Government admitted that they had 
an unexpended balance of £7,000,000. 
He thought that was a reckless system 
of finance, and the comparisons he had 
made showed that even the War Office 
had already got a long way ahead of 
the Admiralty in regard to extravagance. 
The moment the War Office estimated 
for work, although that work might 
extend over ten years, they demanded 
the full amount to cover the whole period. 
That was a most extravagant and 
slovenly method of finance. The War 
Office ought to be content, like the 
Admiralty, with the sum really required 
for the current year. Ile objected also 
to the clause on the ground that the 
fortification of London would be a 
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| board defences, which I think he will 
| agree are necessary. With regard to the 
| method in which this Bill is drafted and 
| the difference between it and the Naval 
| Works Bill, I do not attempt to explain 
the difference, but I wish to point out 
the method on which this Bill is drawn. 
| We ask for certain works, and we state 
_ to the House what we believe is the total 
amount the works will cost. We do not 
ask the House or the country all at once 
to put to the credit of the War Office the 
sum mentioned in Clause 1 of the 
Bill. We simply ask that the House 
should authorise the completion of these 
particular works, and that they should 
understand at the same time what the 
works will cost. We ask the House to 
authorise us to go on up to the limit of 
expenditure set down for that particular 
item. Itis put before the House and the 
country in as clear a way as we possibly 
can. The full liability as to the works 
to be constructed is known, but nothing 
is asked from the country in the way of 
actual cash until the time comes when 
we want the money to pay it over to the 
contractor who is carrying out the works. 
It will therefore be seen that there is no 
difference of method between ourselves 
| and the Admiralty. 





monstrous and grotesque waste of money. | 


The Secretary of State for War and the 
Under Secretary had sketched out a pro- 
posal to fortify London by a chain of 
fortified posts. 
preposterous and absurd than this pro- 
posal at a time when Paris, which was 


more exposed to invasion, intended to | 
abolish the fortifications and turn them | 


into boulevards. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the word 
‘six,’ and insert the word ‘two.’”—(Mr. 
Dillon)—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘six’ stand part of the clause.” 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANtey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton : In regard to 
the last part of the hon. Member’s speech 
Ican assure him that neither the money 
undisposed of nor any other money will 
be taken for the defence of London proper. 
All the money which will be voted to- 
night is allotted simply for those sea- 


Mr. Dillon. 


Nothing could be more | 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stal- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said the money was 
not only asked by the War Office, but 
they got authority to draw it when they 
wanted it, and that was what the Admi- 
ralty did not do. The War Office asked 
for money before they wanted it, and he 
agreed with the hon. Member for East 
Mayo that it was a most extravagant 
way of dealing. He thought the Admi- 
ralty system was infinitely preferable. 


Sirk JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) objected to voting money for 
defence works when they were not told 
where the money was to be spent. He 
congratulated the War Office upon 
having abandoned the policy of fortify- 
ing London. He thought that was 
satisfactory progress in the true direction. 
Was any of this money to be spent on 
Wei-hai-wei ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: The War Office 
were getting in the thin end of the wedge 
| for the fortification of Wei-hai-wei. 

{ 
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HERBERT LEWIS protested of the money be spent on the defences 


against the scandal of asking the House of Wei-hai-wei or London ! 


to sanction the expenditure of several 
millions of money at three o’clock in the 
morning at the very end of the session. 


had been authorised and not completed 
would be diverted to new works, and, if 


not, what would be done 


now voted and not spent? Could any Noes 52. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, RtHonGeraldW.(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore'r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Cranborne, Viscount 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fielden Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 








Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 


Lorp STANLEY: With any unex- 
| pended balance no new works of any 
_kind can be begun. The whole of the 


| works we intend to begin are in the 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) asked the | schedule and in front of the House, and 
noble Lord whether any unexpended | no new works besides these will be com- 
balance in connection with works which |™enced. 


with money 


AYES. 


Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 


Gore,Hon S.F, Ormsby-(Linc.) | 


Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury ) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Harris, Fiederick Leverton 
Haslett, sir James Horner 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Ciower, Frederick N.S. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol, 8.) 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH E( Wigt’n 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


NOES. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves 126 ; 
(Division List No. 477.) 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Valent‘a, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-(Birm. 
Wilson, A Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FoR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
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Hayne,Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Nolan, Joseph 


Joyce, Michael 


Leamy, Edmund 
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MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendal. 
Murnaghan. George 
Murphy, John 


O’Brien, P. J. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he wished | 


to reiterate the protest which he had 
made in regard to the Naval Works Bill. 
He thought it was a scandalous thing 
that they should be called upon to sanc- 
tion the expenditure of several millions 
at three o'clock in the morning. This 
was oligarchic Imperialism, not demo- 
cratic Imperialism. He protested against 
it in the name of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who was absent. He wished 
to refer the House to a most admirable 
speech which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had delivered at the Mansion 
House to the bankers and merchants 
of the City of London on 26th June last. 
He thought that when the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had made an appeal 
for a party of economy, that appeal 
should receive some response, and if 
there was only one man to stand up in 
response to that appeal he should be that 
man. The right hon. Gentleman had 
given some very sensible advice in regard 


to the opinions offered by experts in these | 


He said— 


military and naval matters. 


“Tn all these matters, and in many others | 


to which I need not allude, we are always, of 
course, confronted with the professional expert. 
Now, I have seen a good deal in my public 
life of the professional expert. He is always 
cocksure, heal ways differs from another expert, 
he is always expensive, and he is not infal- 
lible. Heis gifted with an unbounded belief 
in the inexhaustibility of the public purse, 
and with a supreme contempt and Roont 
for any Treasury official, or any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer who checks him in the realisation 
of his momentary fancies. Hear the experts 
by all means, weigh carefully whatever they 
put before you, but in your public affairs, as 


in your private affairs, act with prudence, | 


intelligence, and judgment, and weigh their 
advice before you take it.” 

Alas, had not that been proved by the 
experience of the House of military 


experts and their theories? They had| 


been warned that if they did not vote 
these ten or twenty millions they would 
be traitors to the true interests of the 


iCOMMONS} 
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country. He would ask who were those 
who had been the true patriots, and had 
built up its great trade and commerce ? 
It was the men who advocated public 
economy and retrenchment. These Bills 
meant heavy taxation. It might be 
that they were necessary, but if so they 
had been made necessary by the policy 
of the Government, which had estranged 
Great Britain from every nation on the 
face of the earth. These Bills, which 
were practically votes of credit given 
blindfold to the Government, had been 
forced on the House at the end of the 
session, and he asked an explicit assu- 
'rance that that would not be repeated, 
_and that when next a Naval or Military 
| Works Bill was introduced it should be 
| brought forward at an early period of 
‘the session. He hoped that the House of 
Commons would try to regain some of its 
‘liberty of criticism and control, which 
had been rapidly passing away from it. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 


Schedule :— 
*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that the 


first item in the Schedule was three- 
quarters of a million, and there was 
no indication as to where the money 
was to be spent. It was perfectly well 
known that there was not the slightest 
| difficulty in foreign Governments, who 
knew the way to go about it, obtaining 
every information in regard to these 
works, and he wanted to know why the 
Government hid these works with an 
impenetrable veil of secrecy from the 
House. Certain payments were to be 
made in distant parts of the world, 
particularly in regard to some of the 
colonies. He especially wished to know 
what the expenditure was for at Esqui- 
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mault. He also drew the attention of 
the Committee to the fact that there 
was no contribution whatever from 
Canada. In Australia the population 
was taxed for naval and military pur- 
poses at the rate of 3s. per head, whereas 
the inhabitants of this country were 
taxed 33s. per head for these purposes. 
We only received £136,000 from Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand on condition 
that our Fleet was maintained in these 
waters. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he should like some explanation withrefer- 
ence to the £164,000 which was asked 
for for expenditure in Egypt. He ob- 
served that under the head of ranges 
there were items for mobilisation and | 
store-rooms, which had absolutely | 
nothing to do with ranges. It was per- | 
fectly absurd that they should be in- | 
cluded in the Vote for rifle ranges. All | 
he desired was that it should not be | 
thought that they were spending over | 
£1,000,000 on rifle ranges when less | 
than half a million was being actually | 
spent. This was a sham, and made it 
appear as if the War Office were putting | 
up more ranges than they were actually | 
doing. The answer of the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury on the pre-| 
vious night was very indefinite. No. 
doubt the hon. Gentleman was anxious | 
to do what he could, but his answer 
was only a general expression of anxiety | 
on his part to do well. | 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) | 
said he desired to support the remarks | 
of his hon. friend. Ranges were being | 
mixed up with artillery and other mat- | 
ters, with the result that the public! 
thought that money was being spent on | 
them, whereas it was being actually | 
spent in other directions. The country | 
would not be satisfied until the Govern- | 
ment took up the question of providing | 
rifle ranges seriously. 


| 
| 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal Co., N.) | 
said that like the hon. Member for North | 
Louth he frankly admitted he had not an | 
Imperial soul, and the matter he desired 
to raise had no connection with Gibraltar 
or any other outpost of the Empire, but 
referred to his own constituency. Under 


the Military Works Act of 1897—— 





{13 Avctsr i900} 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is not entitled to discuss the Military 
| Works Act of 1897. He must confine 
himself to the Bill before the Committee. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY said that fortifica- 
tions were at present being constructed 
at the entrance to Lough Swilly, which 
prevented a great number of fishermen 
‘from following their calling, thereby 
|inflicting a great hardship on them. He 
| would suggest that a few hundred pounds 
| should be spent for a boat slip in that 
|district in order that the fishermen 
might still be able to pursue their calling. 
| He understood that there was no objec- 
‘tion as far as the military authorities 
'were concerned. If that were not 
granted, the breadwinners of fifty or 
sixty families would be turned out of 
employment. He hoped the matter 
would be inquired into, and that he would 
receive a satisfactory assurance from the 


noble Lord. 





Mr. TULLY said he wished to move 
to omit the reference to rifle ranges. 
[Several Hon. Members: Not rifle 
ranges.] Then in deference to his hon. 
friends he would move an Amendment 
with reference to Bermuda. He was 
anxious to have the grant for Bermuda 
struck out. Whenever the First Lord 
of the Treasury was in the House, 
especially at such an early hour in the 
morning, he was always closured. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN ; The hon. Member 


must now confine himself to Bermuda. 


Mr. TULLY said he objected to 
£84,000 being spent in Bermuda, because 
1e had noticed that the Government 
were sending Boer prisoners there, Just 
as Irish prisoners of war were sent to 
that island. Was the money required 
for barracks for the Boer prisoners? If 
it was, he objected to Imperial money 
being spent for imprisoning those gal- 
lant men. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Mem- 
ber will look at the Bill he will see that 
there is nothing about prisoners in it. 
He must confine himself strictly to his 
motion. 
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Mr. TULLY said he would move to 
reduce the grant to Bermuda by £80,000. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 4, line 4, to leave out ‘£84,000’ in 
order to insert ‘£4,000.’ "—(Mr. Tully.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That ‘ £84,000’ 
Stand part of the Schedule.” 


Lorp STANLEY said he was afraid 
he could not accept the Amendment, 
nor did he suppose that the hon. Member 
imagined for a moment that he would. 
The money was to provide barrack 
accommodation for an infantry battalion, 
and also for some small minor works 
which had to be carried out. 


{COMMONS} 


occupation in Egypt. 


in Egypt. 
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| accommodation in Egypt. He specially 
‘selected that item because he thought 
| it involved a very large question of policy. 
| Of course the expenditure meant aspublic 
‘statement of the intention of Great 
| Britain to break her solemn pledge to 
|Europe and to maintain a permanent 
| They knew per- 
fectly well that that had always been the 
intention of the Government, but it was 
a different matter to vote £164,000 for 
permanent barrack accommodation in 
that country, which would he de- 
claring to Europe that the solemn pledge 
given by England was valueless, and that 
England meant to remain permanently 
He would content himself 


with taking a division as a protest against 


Mr. TULLY said that after the satis- 
factory explanation of the noble Lord | 
he would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON said that there were | 
many items in the Bill to which under 
other cireumstances he should feel bound 
to call attention, but he wouldconfine him- 
self to moving the omission of one item, 


the policy involved in the Vote. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 11, to leave out ‘Egypt, 
£164,000.’ ’’—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question put, “ That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; 
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It was unsatisfactory to 
of this kind renewed 


2 ae ar after year for twenty years, but it 
NG LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. | YT atter y ed Seen 
poor has tal gil would be an absurd thing to strike it out 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Schedule :— 


‘of the present Bill. 
‘that the Act should be entirely repealed, 


Nobody suggested 


and he should certainly vote against the 
|proposal of his hon. friend, in which 
| course of action he thought he would be 
Mr. TULLY moved to omit the} supported by many hon. Members 


Irish Sunday Closing Act, 1878. Year| around him. He earnestly hoped the 
after year the Act had renewed, and it) Amendment would not be pressed, 
was time the Government made up especially as there was a point which they 
their minds as to whether or not it was desired to discuss about to be raised. 
to be a permanent Act. He was not | 
certain that the disadvantages of the Act 
did not outweigh the advantages, for; Mr. O'DOHERTY moved to omit 
instead of being a Sunday Closing Act, lines 25 and 26 from the schedule, 
it was a Sunday Opening Act for the low referring to the Peace Preservation 
class public-houses. (Ireland) Act, 1881, and the Amend- 
ing Act of the following year. The 
House, he thought, could not have the 
slightest idea of the drastic and atrocious 
provisions contained in the original 
| Act. One of the provisions was that any 
ie |person having arms in a district pro- 
aren ‘gputnimeaiamans inane claimed under the Act could be hauled 
a, /up by an ordinary policeman without 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | any information being laid, and im- 
thought the time would soon come | prisoned or fined, even though the arms 
when the whole question of Sunday | might be perfectly useless for purposes of 
closing in Ireland would have to! discharge. The definition of arms 
be considered, and some decision included not only fire-arms, but swords, 


Amendment, by leaye, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 24, to leave out ‘(24) 41 
and 42 Vic., c. 38, The Sunday Closing 
({reland) Act, 1878.’”—(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words 








1113 


pikes, 

of spc 
before 

were a 
comple 
but th 
admini 
of Irel: 
used ti 
ists in| 
put int 
On the 
by the 
danger 
in the 

and ar 
rence | 
Gover 
happen 
in wh 
did thi 
regret 

as a su 
anothe 
as heir 
dischar 
derry, 

injurec 
Gentle: 
Londor 
names 
this be 
that th 
an exp 
men W 
Had t 
West o 
of the | 
happer 
would 
for at 
unders 
the N. 
Orang 
admitt 
were a 
ers in | 
were | 
appear 
of hon 
the du 
least s 
Nation 
to Ora: 
of Ore 
streets 
swords 
against 








ir 








1113 Expiring Laws 


pikes, and bills, and he had known men 
of spotless character to be dragge 

before magistrates for having arms which 
were absolutely useless. They not only 
complained of the provisions of this Act, 
but they also complained of its partial 
administration, particularly in the north 
of Ireland. There the Act had only been 
used to harass and persecute National- 
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| wards, during which period the question 
| was brought to the front by the press. ~ 
| Later on two resident magistrates were 
‘sent to try twelve of these men for 
| illegally carrying naked swords, and they 
| were fined 1d. each with costs. In other 
parts of Ireland if Nationalists were 
| found carrying naked swords they would 
/get six months imprisonment. They 





ists in country districts, and it was never | had heard a great deal about the griev- 
put into operation in the Orange districts. | ances of the Uitlanders, but if the right 
On the 6th of June last, a bomb, described | hon. Gentleman would see that the 
by the Chief Secretary as being of a | Catholics in Ireland got the same treat- 
dangerous character, was discharged | ment as their Orange brethren he would 
in the Catholic quarter of Londonderry, | be doing a great deal. In the North 
and an expression of regret at the occur- of Ireland the punishment was most 
rence had been made on behalf of the drastic in the case of Catholics, but in 
Government. If a like outrage had | other cases when the offenders happened 
happened in the county of Sligo or Mayo to belong to the opposite party they got 
in which Nationalists were implicated, | off with penny fines! He thought the 
did they imagine that an expression of examples he had given showed that 
regret would for one moment be taken | this Act was not administered impar- 
as a sufficient excuse? Some weeks later tially in the Protestant and Unionist 
another bomb, which was also described districts in Ireland, while in Nationalist 
as being of a dangerous character, was country districts it was used to persecute 
discharged from the city walls of London- | the Catholic inhabitants. In the county of 
derry, and two children were seriously | Donegal a procession marched through a 
injured. He asked the right hon. | proclaimed district, and in this case three 
Gentleman if the police authorities in| men carried naked swords, and yet there 
Londonderry had communicated the | had been no prosecution. He begged 
names of the two men who had discharged | to move the Amendment standing in 
this bomb. The reply he received was | his name on the Paper. 

that the Castle authorities again accepted | 

an expression of regret from those two; Amendment proposed— 

men who had committed this outrage. | «ty page 4, lines 25 and 26, to leave out 
Had that occurred in the South or | ‘ (25) 44 and 45 Vie. c. 5, The Peace Preserva- 
West of Ireland or in the Catholic districts | tion (Ireland) Act, 1881.’’ —(Mr. O’ Doherty.) 
of the north of Ireland what would have | ; 
happened to those men? Why, they; Question proposed, “ That the words 
would have been sent to penal servitude | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
for at least two years. Were they to | Schedule.” 


understand that there was one law for 
the Nationalists and another for the Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


Orangemen? The Chief Secretary had | opposite said that this is not the date 
admitted that the Castle authorities| or hour to discuss the merits or the 
were afraid of prosecuting their support- | demerits of this Act, and I quite agree 
ers in the north of Ireland. Those men} with that statement. This Act was 
were merely the tools of those who | placed on the Statute-book by Mr. Glad- 
appeared on the election committees | stone’s Government in 1881; it was 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, and it was | renewed in 1886 by another Government 
the duty of the Chief Secretary to at of Mr. Gladstone’s, with the full con- 
least see that justice was meted out to/| currence of the Irish party. It has been 
Nationalists’in “those districts as well as| renewed subsequently in the Expiring 
to Orangemen. Not long ago a procession | Laws Continuance Act by the Adminis- 
of Orangemen marched through the | trations of Lord Salisbury and by his 
streets of Londonderry carrying naked | political opponents. Every Government 
swords, and no prosecution was instituted | during the last twenty years has found 
against them until some months after- | it necessary, or at any rate expedient, to 
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keep the Act on the Statute-book. The | 
complaint of the hon. Member is not so 
much of the existence of the Act, but he | 
suggests that it is not properly adminis- | 
tered, and he argues that its application | 
should be more general, and states that | 
it is applied more stringently in some 
places than in others. I am afraid that 
I cannot accept the hon. Member's 
illustrations. The bomb fired at London- 
derry, which figured in the hon. Member’s 
speech, has often been mentioned before, 
and it was in fact a rocket with a metal 
case and an explosive inside. One of 
these rockets fell into a yard and harm- 
lessly burst, and another was found by a 
boy and injured him while he was 
handling it. When these facts were 
made known to the person responsible 
for the fireworks he was admonished 
that such rockets were not to be used, 
and he expressed his regret. 
sufficient notice was taken of the incident. 
That is the character of the evidence 
brought forward by the hon. Member, 
who says that the Act is maladministered. 
Although I could develop that argument 
at great length, I do not think I should 
do so at this time of night (4 a.m.). The 
Government do impartially administer | 
the Act; it is not true that they de-| 
liberately, or even carelessly, apply it | 
more stringently in some parts of the | 
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country than in others. It is enforced 
in agrarian districts, and it is in operation 
in the cities of the north. Ido not think 
I should be justified in labouring this 
matter at any great length. If 1 have 
failed to satisfy the hon. Member he can 
test the opinion of the House by taking a 
vote. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY said the Act gave 
the police power to visit houses where 
they knew firearms were stored. There 
were houses in Derry where firearms 
were stored, and prosecutions did not 
take place. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.) 
denied that there was impartial ad- 
ministration when a man in his con- 
stituency was sentenced to five years 
imprisonment for the alleged dropping 
of a simple explosive, while an apology 
was accepted in Derry for the explosion 
of a missile which actually did injury to 
persons. How would Englishmen like 
to be so treated? The Act was adminis- 
tered in the most outrageously unjust 
manner, 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 120; 
Noes, 50. (Division List No. 480.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Arkwright, John Stanhope _| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir W. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw. Brodio/ Hampstead 
Hope,J F. (Sheffield, Brightside 


Theodore Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.Gerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks | 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 


Mr. Wyndham. 





| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


| Gretton, John 
| Hambro, Charles Eric 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 





Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj. Evans-(T’r H’mlts 
Gore, Hon. 8.T.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 





Groves, James Grimble 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N. S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
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Manstield, Horace Randell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath; 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, K. (Cork, 8.) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


moved 


Mr. O'MARA 
Light Railways Act, 


to omit the 
1896, 
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Pretyman, Krnest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


, Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James {Greenock 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sack ville,Colonel 8.G.Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Kast) | 


Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. ) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, ‘Timothy Michael 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 


from the “In 
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Smith, Hon. W. F.1D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


Continuance Bill. 


+ Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord EF. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Williams, RtHon J Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, Fred.W. (Norfolk, Mid). 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AyrEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E.(Waterford} 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Amendment proposed— 
page 5, lines 11 and 12, to leave out 


schedule on the ground, as he stated, | ‘(33) 59 and 60 Vic. ¢. 48, the Light Railways 
that the Act had been mainly used hy | Act, 1896.°°—(Mr. O'Mara, 


speculators for their personal and private 
He understood that the Act | 


profit. 


was to be brought before the House | gpedule.” 


next year, and therefore he would not | 
state his objections at any 


now. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


VOL. XCIX. 








great length | 
| Noes, 45. 


AYES. 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen (Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
[FouRTH SERIES.| 2T 





Question put, “ That the words preo- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 124 
(Division List No. 481.) 


Colville, John 

Cranborne, Viscount 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Tinlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
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Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.K.(Kgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(‘l’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8.I’.Ormsby-( Line.) 
Green, WalfordD.( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Healy, Timothy Michael 

Heath, James (Staffs... N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 


Keswick, William 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Kdward 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, K. (Cork, 8.) 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 


Flavin, Michael Josepn 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Cilhooly, James 


Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported, without amendment. 


{COMMONS} ( 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Ha. WValter(Bristol,S. ) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) | 


‘mtinuance Bill. 
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Randles, John 8. 

teid, James (Greenock ) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) , 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoin 
Seely,Capt.J.E. B.(IsleofWight) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord K. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Purvis, Robert 


NOES, 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Joyce, Michael 


Leamy, Kdmund 
Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O'Doherty, William 


Williams, RtHnJ.Powell-(Birm. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. ‘ 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


the Bill be now read the third time.’ 


The 


House 


divided :—Ayes, 124; 


Motion made, and Question put, “* That Noes, 45. (Division List No. 482.) 


Acland-Hoo,d Capt. Sir Alex.F, | 
Agg-Gardner James Tynte — | 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 





Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O, 
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Atkins 
Balfour 
Balfour 
Balfour 
Beach,! 
Bignolc 
Bill, Ch 
Blunde 
Boscaw 
Brassey 
Burdet 


Caldwe 
Cavend 
Cecil, F 
Cecil, L 
Chamb 
Chamb 
Charrir 
Clare, ( 
Colling: 
Colomt 
Colston 
Colville 
Cranbo 


Daven] 
Dickso. 
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Dougla 
Doxfor 
Durnin 


Fellowe 
Vielden 
Finlay, 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, KennethR. (Christch. ) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
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Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury | 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 


| Gretton, John 


Groves, James Grimble 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 


| Heath,James (Staffords.,N.W.- 


| Helder, Augustus 


Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J. (Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn CharlesRead y 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Colville, John 

Cranborne, Viscount 


Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wi'liam Theodore 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin : 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Kirbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W.) 


Gardner, Ernest 

(iodson,SirAugustuslrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Klgin & Nairn 
(Cordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. §.F.Ormsby-; Line.) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C, “~ 
Duffy, William J. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Gilhoolly, James 


| Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) | 


Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


' Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Keswick, William 


Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo)| 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 


| Healy, Timothy Michael 


Joyce, Michael 


Leamy, Kdmund 
Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark <A. 


M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. {Sligo, North) 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) : 


' O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W. ) 


! O'Doherty, William 
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Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murry, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Continuance Bill. 


Nicholson, William Graham 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John 8. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


, Ridley,Hon.M.W.(Staly bridge) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon.€has. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J. E.B.(Isleof Wight) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 


Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-( Birm. 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayes — Nir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 
O'Kelly, Conor, (Mayo, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


' Sullivan, Donal 


Thompson, DrE C(Monagh’n,N 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Light Railways 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


*Mr. CULLINAN said he opposed the 
Third Reading of the Bill because, while 
assistance was given to the landlords in 
Ireland, none whatever was given to the 
evicted tenants. Those were most 
glaring cases, and he was sorry that they 
had not had a proper opportunity for 
discussing them. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said the 
point raised by the hon. Member was 
that, owing to the defaults of the tenants, 
the sums referred to had become irre- 
coverable. The hon. Member said that 
they should be recovered from the land- 
lord, as they went to improve his pro- 
perty ; but under the law they could not 
be recovered from the landlord. They 
could not put a charge on the landlord 
for money borrowed by his tenant with- 
out his consent. If the landlord’s con- 
sent were made necessary, it might be 
impossible for the tenant to obtain the 
loan in many cases. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it was now 
more than ten years since the first 
of these Public Works Loans Bills had 
been introduced, and he then appealed 
to the Government to make the land- 
lord liable. Lord Goschen was Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and the matter 
was debated at length, but the Govern- 
ment declined to take his advice, with 
the result that where a loan was granted 
to a tenant who was subsequently 
evicted the landlord was allowed to get 
the benefit of it, with the connivance of 
the Government. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 118 


| Mr. TULLY said he wished to support 
the remarks of his hon. friend. He 
observed that £23,352 was to be wiped 
off for one union in England, whereas 
only a few hundred pounds were being 
wiped off in connection with Irish 
unions. He certainly thought the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury should give some 
information as to the large sums that 
were to be wiped off in England, com- 


pared with which the sums to be 
wiped off in Ireland were a mere 
bagatelle. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid.) said 
he wished to know if loans were 
to be advanced to emergency men 


‘without sufficient security. and not 


advanced to tenants who had proper 
security. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


LIGHT RATLWAYS (No. 2) BILL. 


Considered in the Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. TULLY said the Bill was to ap- 
point two Commisisoners at £1,000 a 
year. As he had already said, if the 
First Lord of the Treasury were present 
he would be closured. 


*Tne CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. Member to bear in mind the 
Standing Order with reference to re- 
petition. 


said that the clause 
were 


Mr. TULLY 
stated that two Commissioners 
to be appointed, but some explana- 
tion should be given as to why they 
should be paid £1,000 a year. He 
objected to Clause 1, and would move 


to omit it. 
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Bill reported without amendment ;|the speech of the hon. Member for 


read the third time and passed. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL 
{Lords}. 


As amended, considered; read the 


ments. 


BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN bi 


| the Bill. 


{ Lords}. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That the Bill be now read the third | 
time.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that if 
the right hon. Gentleman intended to | 
proceed with the Bill he would have to | 
make up his mind fora long and, he was 
afraid, acrimonious’ discussion. He 
begged to move the adjournment of the 
debate. 





| 
° : 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That the debate be now adjourned.” — | 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said that 
the Bill was a small one, but it would be 
quite impossible to go on with it if hon. 
Members made up their minds to oppose 
it. He was not responsible for the 
speech of the hon. Member for Berwick- 
shire, which had no connection with the 
Bill. However, he would accept the 
motion of the hon. Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the 
reason they opposed the Bill was out of 
compliment to the hon. Member for 
Berwickshire, because it was proposed to 
change the county town from Duns. 


Mr. DILLON said he desired to support 





the motion for the adjournment of the 
debate. So far as he was concerned he 
would vehemently oppose the Bill, and he 
had decided on that course long before 


Berwickshire. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said that 
the hon. Member helped the hon. Member 


; : for Berwickshire at election times. 
ed: tne, tank gated, Wi Amend: | or Berwickshire at election times 


Mr. DILLON said that it was at those 
times he made the acquaintance of the 
people who now begged him to oppose 


Question put and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 12, after ‘hundred,’ to 
insert ‘subject to revision in accordance with 
this Act and.’ ’—(Sir Jas. Haslett.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was in 
favour of assisting the Government to 
pass the Bill, but it was well they should 
know what the exact position was. The 
hon. Member opposite was a member 
of the Belfast Corporation and _ repre- 
sented one section of the population in 
Belfast, and it was desirable that any 
Amendment he proposed should be con- 
sidered in a fair spirit. The Bill now 
before the Committee was an entirely 
different Bill from the measure which 
was read a second time, and he had some 
doubt as to whether the title would cover 
the proposal of the Government. How- 
ever, he would close his eyes to that, as 
the Bill would be for the benefit of the 
public in Belfast; but it should not 
be all give on their part and all take 
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on the part of the Government. 
wished to know whether the Govern- | 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 
He | 


the House. 1128 


Mr. TULLY asked whether the final 
report of Commissioner Barton would 


ment would accede to his proposition, | be issued. 


not that appeals should be suspended, 
but that the time limit for them should 
be extended. He had had no opportunity | 
of putting his Amendment on the 
Paper. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he desired to in- 
dicate the attitude of the Gov-znment on | 
the matter. His hon. friend the Member 
for North Belfast had moved an Amend- 
ment in which the hon. and learned , 
Member for North Louth had concurred. | 
The hon. and learned Member wished | 
to know what was the attitude of the | 
Government as to the question of ex: 
tending the time for appeals. That pro- | 
posal, or rather a proposal somewhat | 
akin to it, was put before him yesterday, | 
and for his part he would not object 
to it. There appeared to be a consensns | 
of opinion that the period during which | 
appeals should be lodged should be 
extended. 


Mr. DILLON said he desired to know 
what would be the exact effect of the 
two Amendments standing in the name | 
of the hon. Member for North Belfast. | 
He was not absolutely clear as to how 
it was proposed that the revision should 
be carried out. As he understood it, | 
it was proposed that certain new build- | 
ings which under ordinary circumstances | 
would be valued by the revisers and | 
added to the rating list should be brought 
in under the Act. How could that be 
done ? Was it to be done under the new 
or the old system ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said the Amendment 
of his hon. friend provided that the | 
revision would be carried out on the old | | 
valuation. 

Mr. T. M. Healy. 





Mr. ATKINSON said it would not be 
isan 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY moved to insert 
words extending the time of appeal to 
the 1st of March, 1903. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 


/said he desired to move an Amendment 


that the revaluation might at the option 
of the appellent be computed as from 


the 1st of November, 1902. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said that that 


' would shorten the time by six months. 


as amended considered ; 


Bill read the 


Bill reported ; 
an Amendment made. 
third time, and passed. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
Bill read 


As amended  eonsidered. 
the third time and passed. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 22nd day of July last Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Five 
of the clock, a.m. 
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Friday, 16th August, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ILL [u.t.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL [u..] 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) ACI, 1898. 


% to, with an Amendment. The said 
: Amendment considered, and agreed to. 
§ 

F ails 

© RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
: abi 


Return showing the total payments 


into and out of the Local Taxation (Scot- 
land) Account, for the financial year 


: 1900-1901. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2694. Austria-Hungary (Fiume). 


No. 2695. Portugal (Oporto). 


MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS 


(IRELAND). 
Thirty-seventh Annual Report of the 


Registrar General, for the year 1900. 


WORKMEN’S CO OPERATIVE SOCIETIES 
(BOARD OF TRADE, LABOUR DEPART- 


MENT). 

Report on Workmen’s Co-operative 
Societies in the United Kingdom ; with 
statistical tables. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

L Further Return of numbers of 
persons in the camps of refuge in South 
Africa, July, 1901 (in continuation of 
[Cd. 608}). 


VOL. XCIX, [Fourta Sgrirs.] 


{16 Aveust 1901} 
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II. Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated 8th July, 1901, relative 
to military operations in South Africa 
(in continuation of [Cd. 605]). , 


Reports, &e. 


ARMY. 

List of exceptions to the Army Regu- 
lations as to pay, non-effective pay, and 
allowances sanctioned by the Secretary 
of State for War, with the approval of 





ithe Commissioners of the Treasury 
| during the year 1900-1901. 

| Presented (by Command), and ordered 
‘to lie on the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 

Part I. Orders under Section 57 of 
the Act, as confirmed by the Local 
Government Board, of the following 
county councils :— 

(1) Bucks. For transferring the 
parish of Little Missenden from 
the Wycombe Rural District to 
the Amersham Rural District. 

(2) Carmarthen. For uniting the 
parishes of St. Peter and St. Peter 
Without to form the parish of St. 
Peter’s. 

(3) Chester. For uniting the parishes 
of Great Mollington and Little 
Mollington to form the parish of 
Mollington. 

(4) Chester. For the conversion of 
the parish of Whitby into the 
Ellesmere Port and Whitby Urban 
District. 

(5) Cornwall. For the conversion of 
the parish of Callington into the 
Callington Urban District. 


(6) Devon. For transferring a part 
of the Newton Abbot Rural Dis- 
trict to the Newton Abbot Urban 
District. 

(7) Essex. For transferring a part of 
the parish and urban district of 
Walthamstow to the parish and 
urban district of Woodford. 


(8) Essex. For transferring a part of 
the parish and urban district of 
Wanstead to the parish and urban 
district of East Ham, and a part 
of the parish and urban district 
of East Ham to the parish and 
urban district of Wanstead. 


2U 
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(9) Hertford. For constituting the | Part Il. Order, under Section 59 of 
Sawbridgeworth Urban District |the Act, as confirmed by the Local 
and the parishes of Sawbridge- | Government Board :— 


worth and High Wych. | (1) Worcester. For amending the 
(10) Hertford. For transferring a | county of Worcester (Malvern 

part of the parish of Watford | Urban District) Confirmation 

Rural to the parish of Watford | Order, 1898. 

Urban and the Watford Urban | 

District. | LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 


(11) Kent. For defining a part of the | Return for the year 1899-1900. 


boundary between the parishes of | [aig } ig? Stree 
oe : | aid before the House (pursuant to 
Chatham and St. Nicholas, in the | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Medway Union. 


(12) Merioneth. For altering the | STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
boundaries of the Towyn Urban | (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 
District and the Dolgelly and ' 

ee bs) MSHI S is. 
Machynlleth Rural Districts. pian niea ius iteneny 
. NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
(13) Somerset. For transferring a ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 


part of the parish of Selwood from | 
the Frome Rural District to the | 
parish of Frome and urban dis- | 
trict of Frome. | sere 
(14) Southampton. For transferring | ' 
a part of the parish of Bedhampton | ” emcee oo tien ea OF 
from the Havant Rural District to | ist pesegubeisnes 
the parish of Havant and urban | YOUTHEUL OFFENDERS BILL. 


| 


district of Havant. | Returned from the Commons with 
(15) Stafford. For defining the boun- | the Amendments agreed to. 
dary between the Brierley Hill | 


Urban District and the King- \eRcHANT SHIPPING (FOREIGN 
swinford Rural District. | SHIPS) BILL [u.t.]. 


| 

(16) Surrey. For transferring parts| A Bill to explain the provisions of the 
of the parishes of Abinger and | Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with 
Wotton to the parish of Ockley | respect to the crew space of foreign 
in the Dorking Union. ‘ships, was presented by the Earl of 

(17) Surrey. For transferring a part Dudley; read 1%; and to be printed. 
of the parish of Horsell from the | (No. 209.) 

Chertsey Rural District to the | 
parish vets and urban dis- CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. 
triet of Woking. _ | Moved, That the Lord Balfour be 

- (18) West. Sussex. For transferring \ appointed to take the Chair in Com- 
a part of the parish of Horsham ( mittees of the Whole House this day, 
Rural from the Horsham Rural!in the absence of the Chiarman of 
District to the parish and urban | Committees —(The Lord Ashbourne) ; 
district. of Horsham. agreed to. 

(19) West Sussex. For transferring 
a part of the parish of Lyminster | pasp tNDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 
from the East Preston Rural Dis- | PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES) 
trict to the Littlehampton Urban| BILL 
District, and constituting the area | REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
so transferred the parish of Wick. DEATHS BILL. } 

(20) Worcester. For dividing the| Read 2 (according to Order) ; Com- 
parish of Kidderminster Foreign | mittees negatived ; then (Standing Order 
into the parishes of Wribbenhall| No. XXXIX. having been suspended) 
and Kidderminster Foreign. Bills read 3%, and passed. 


Messages to the Commons for Reports, 
etc., of Select Committees. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO| And the support given to the Bill has 


CHILDREN BILL. been proved in certain places by 

[SECOND READING. ] | ascertaining working class opinion. I 

Order of the Day for the Second understand that in the city of Liver- 
Reading read. ‘pool a partial experiment of this 


| kind has been successful, and has been 
*THE LorD BisHop OF ROCHESTER : accepted even by the trade. 1 hope, 
My Lords, I imagine that I shall have, my Lords, the Bill will not meet with 
the feeling of your Lordships with me ! any opposition in your Lordships’ House. 
when I say that a Bill such as this ought I do not suppose that we shall be 
not to be submitted without a word or} told that we are in this instance going 
two of introduction. This is another | too far in the direction of paternal and 
case like that of yesterday of a Bill of | grandmotherly legislation. We might 
sufficient importance to call for more | answer to any such criticism that all we 
discussion and more possibility of amend- are doing is to restrain the citizen who 
ment than is possible at present, but in is in the interest of even a more valuable 
this case we have to be grateful to His| and more appealing case—namely, of 
Majesty’s Government for the facilities the citizen who is to be. I should like 
they have given for passing a measure | to say what we are not doing by this 
which was not theirs originally. I need! proposah—we are not making any 
hardly remind your Lordships that this | wholesale charge against public-houses 
is a Bill which comes to us backed up) as places of universal contamination ; 
with very great weight and authority.) we are only saying, what I think nine 
It was recommended in both Reports of | out of ten persons, I may even say 
the Royal Commission, and its Second | ninety-nine out of one hundred rersons, 
Reading has been passed by an un-| would agree with reference to their.own 
equalled majority in the other House. | children, that the public-house is not 
The object of the Bill is a simple one—| the place for a child. Neither are we 
to prevent children from being employed | making the case of the children the 
in the service of carrying liquor from | pretext for delivering a side attack on 
public-houses. I think it is important the working-man’s beer. We are not 
to observe that this is not a novel ex-| trying to reduce the consumption of 
periment. On the contrary, it is simply beer by asking that children should 
bringing up the practice in this country not be allowed to carry it, but I will not 
to the standard of other countries in| say the same about the consumption of 
Europe, of our own colonies, and of| gin and other spirits by women. If 
the United States. That we need a, this Bill should have the effect of making 
considerable change in this matter is|it a little more difficult for women to 
shown, I think, both by observation | drink gin, I should not regret that it had 
and statistics. I may quote, for example, | passed. I am exceedingly sorry that it 
a case in my own diocese. ‘Two public-| has been found necessary to introduce 
houses in South London were under|three Amendments in the Bill. The 
observation for two hours on a particular first Amendment was ‘the insertion of 
Sunday, and the fact was revealed that | thé word “ knowingly.” The - clause 
during that time 547 children entered | now reads— 
those houses. A considerable change) « Every holder of a licence who knowingly 
is therefore wanted, and it is a change sells or delivers, or allows any person to sell or 


which only the law can make, and | deliver any description of intoxicating liquor 
‘ | to any person under the age of fourteen years,” 


which the law can make if it is sufficiently | ete, 


supported by public opinion. That this), , A a ‘ se 
law, if passed, will be supported by The insertion of the word “ knowingly 


public opinion is, I think, proved in ™@Y be made the opportunity for evasion 
several ways. It is proved by the im-| The second Amendment was the throw- 
mense support which was given in| ing of a penalty on the sender of the 
another place. The Majority Report of | child as well as the publican who served 


the Royal Commission contained these | the liquor, and the third Amendment 
words— | was the substitution of the age of fourteen 


“We are inclined, from the evidence placed for sixteen. I cannot but regret that 
before us, to believe that the weight of public Amendment. In the Grand Committee 
opinion now supports the proposition.” another much more serious and even 
2U 2 
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calamitous Amendment was introduced, | excellent effect. I regret the alteration 
referring to the supply of liquor in corked | in the age and the insertion of the para- 
and sealed vessels. This makes it still| graph as to corked and sealed vessels, 
possible for a child to become familiar | but I do not attach so much importance 
with the public-house, and to assist | to the Amendment introducing the word 
one of the worst forms of drinking— | “ knowingly.’’ There is no doubt that 
namely, the drinking by women at home. | children may be brought, under the 


Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, 


It will probably cut a hole right into the | 


heart of the Bill. But what remains is a 
sound and wholesome step in the right 
direction, and, believing as I do that one 
step in these matters if wisely taken 
leads to the next, that any raising of the 
standard helps the standard to rise, I 
have no hesitation in commending this | 
Bill to the favour of the House. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.— | 
(The Lord Bishop of Rochester.) | 





exception with regard to corked and 
sealed vessels, within the evil influence 
which we all wish to protect them from. 
I gladly support the Second Reading 
of the Bill, and I deeply regret that with 
their large majority the Government 
have not taken further steps towards 
the carrying of measures for temperance 
reform in this country. 

On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 24 
accordingly ; Committee negatived ; then 


(Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and 


Tue Lorp Arcupisuor or CANTER-| XLV. having been suspended) Bill read 
BURY: I am very glad that this Bill | 3¢ and passed. 


has reached your Lordships’ House, 

and I hope that it will be passed into law | 
with all convenient speed. I believe | 
that it will do more for the good of the | 
children than anything else your Lord- | 
ships could do for them. I regret that | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
eading read. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR or JRE- 

LAND (Lord AsHpourNE): My Lords, 


certain Amendments have taken away | this is a very short Bill, to remedy certain 
some part of its efficiency, but even as! technical matters in reference to the 
it stands the Bill is an exceedingly useful | administration of the Local Government 
one, and I believe that it will have a very | (Ireland) Act of 1898. They are merely 


beneficial effect. 


EarL SPENCER: My Lords, | rejoice 
with the right rev. Prelate and the most 
rev. Primate that the Bill is to be passed, 
but I venture to express my deep regret 
that, with a prospect before us this 
session of seeing several measures of 
considerable importance in the cause of 
temperance reform dealt with this exceed- 
ingly attenuated measure should be 
the whole result of the work, not only 
of the Royal Commission, but of Parlia- 
ment this session. Your Lordships will 
recollect that the right rev. Prelate the 
Bishop of Winchester introduced two 
measures on this subject. One was| 
adopted by the noble Marquess at the 





head ci the Government, and we cer- 
tainly heard from him that the Bill) 
would be introduced in another place, | 
but I understand it has not been heard | 
of there. Therefore, all the hopes we | 
had of that excellent measure becoming | 
law have fallen to the ground. I believe | 
the Bill now before the House will, even | 


in its attenuated form, have a_ very | 
we 


The Lord Bishop of Rochester. 


| questions of detail, and are explained 
| fully in the Memorandum which has been 


circulated with the Bill, to which I 
trust your Lordships will give a Second 
Reading. 

Moved. That the Bill be now read 24.— 
(Lord Ashbourne.) 

On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly ; Committee negatived ; then 
(Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and 
XLV. having been suspended) Bill read 
3%, and passed. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


PACIFIC CABLE BILL. 
COLONIAL ACTS CONFIRMATION BILL, 
CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) BILL. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 

Order) ; Bills reported without amend- 

ment; then (Standing Orders Nos. 

XXXIX. and XLV. having been sus: 

pended) Bills read 34, and passed. 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


—(The Lord Ashbourne.) | CHILDREN BILL. 
PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. | Petitions in favour, from Hindley ; 
—(The Earl Waldegrave.) ,and Peaslake ; to lie upon the Table. 


IGHT RAILWAYS (No. 2) BILL. | 
i (The Earl of Dudley. SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


| 
BILL AND ROYAL DECLARATION 
—(The Lord Ashbourne.) | 


VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. | BILL. 
Petitions against, from West Calder ; 
FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. | and Mid Calder ; to lie upon the Table. 


—-(The Lord Ashbourne.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; | 


then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
having been suspended) Bills read 24; | 


Committees negatived; Bills read 3, — 
and passed. COLONIES (COLONIAL ACTS, ROYAL 
ASSENT). 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL [a1.] Return [presented 15th August] to 
Returned from the Commons, agreed be printed. [No. 362.] 
to with Amendments ; Commons’ Amen¢d- | 
nts considered (on motion), and agreed | BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
ne ( ) , MENT) WORKMEN'S CO-OPERATIVE 
, | SOCIETIES). 
House adjourned at Five of the Copy presented, of Report on Work- 


clock, till to-morrow, Two of | en's Co-operative Societies in the 


the clock. ; > z cae 
rt | United Kingdom, with Statistical Tables 
bia | [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
HOUSE OF CGOMMONS. TEA AND COFFEE, 1900. 
teturn presented, relative thereto 
Friday, 16th August, 1901. [ordered 14th August ; Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
ae = printed. [No. 363.] 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BRITISH SHIPS (DESERTION OF 
Ses SEAMEN ABROAD. 
ee e ‘deortiecsat Return presented, relative thereto 
rae Reiss tha © ay SIONA™  fordered 8th August; Mr. Hain]; to 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1898. a 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. ) 


- ‘opy pr , of Ret i 
That they have agreed to, Greenock Caer: seernane |. i eataek sean 


; : . .1, | the Total Payments into and out of the 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, | Local Taxation (Scotland) Account for 


without emendsoent, the financial year 1900-1901 [by Com- 
That they have agreed to Amend- mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

ments to, Education Board Provisional | 

Order Confirmation (London) Bill} LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 
[Lords] without amendment. | Copy presented, of the Annual Local 
' Taxation (Scotland) Returns for the 
A! year 1899-1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
PETITIONS. | the Table, and to be printed. [No. 

364.] 


lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL. MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT. 


Petition from Edinburgh, against ;| Return presented, relative thereto 


to lie upon the Table. | {Address 13th August; Mr. William 
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Redmond]; to lie upon the Table, and | EAST INDIA (INDIAN RAILWAY 


to be printed. [No. 365.] cy nihar amet 
| Return presented, relative thereto 


| [Address 13th August; Sir Charles 


SOUTH AFRICA. d 
: le, and t 
Copy presented, of further Return of | Cayzer| ; Ne 367 ] Oe Se ae eae 


numbers of persons in the Camps of | P 
Refuge in South Africa, July, 1901, | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
|Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 2694 and 2695 [by Command]; to lie 
Copy presented, of Despatch by General | upon the Table. 
Lord Kitchener, dated 8th July, 1901, | a ih tee akc 
relative to Military Operations in South | REVENUES OF CYPRUS. 
Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the; Return ordered, “ of (1) all sums paid 
Table. |in the two years 1898-9, 1899-1900, 
out of. the moneys arising from .the 
ARMY (PAY, NON-EFFECTIVE PAY, | Revenues of Cyprus ; (2) of all sums voted 
AND ALLOWANCES). | by Parliament in the same period in 
Copy presented, of List of exceptions | aid of the Administration of Cyprus ; 
to the Army Regulations sanctioned | and of the surplus remaining in each 
during the year 1900-1901 [by Com- | year over and above the payments made, 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. | together with the interest thereon (in 
/continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 42, of session 1899).”—(Mr. Pier- 


MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS | point.) 


(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Thirty-seventh | a 

Annual Report of the Registrar General, | QUESTIONS, 
being for the year 1900 [by Command] ; | ars 


to lie upon the Table. Ry 
| SOUTH AFRICAN W AR—CENSORSHIP 
| —FREEMANS JOURNAL CORRE. 

COMMISSIONERS OF NATIONAL SPONDENT. 

EDUCATION (IRELAND). | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
Copy ordered, “ of the Second Memo- |S.) : I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
randum considered at the meeting of the | to the War Office whether he is aware 
Board of National Education in Ireland, | that the letters and articles sent by Mr. 
on the 30th day of July, in connection | J. J. Comerford, as correspondent of the 
with the recent resignation of the| Freeman's Journal in South Africa, 
Most Reverend W. J. Walsh, D.D.,| posted weekly at Cradock during Feb- 
Archbishop of Dublin, together with | ruary and March, 1900, with two excep- 
copies of all further proceedings of the | tions, were never received ; and that, on 
Board with reference to this matter Mr. Comerford making complaint to the 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper | Chief Military Press Censor in Pretoria 
No. 261, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. | of the seizure of his letters and articles, 
Wyndham.) _ Major Sawyer was directed to investigate 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | the matter, but on his making inquiries 
upon the Table, and to be printed, | Cradock he was suddenly transferred 
[No. 366.] to another station, and no further step 
in the investigation was taken ; anc, 
; il having regard to the fact that Mr. Comer- 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. | ford has addressed repeatedly letters to 
Copies presented, of Orders made by the Chief Military Press Censor on this 
the various County Councils in England! matter, and has received no_ reply. 
and Wales under Sections 57 and 59) whether any and. if so, what steps will 
of the Act, as confirmed by the Local | be taken to restore to this gentleman the 
Government Board [by Act]; to lie} photographs and manuscripts seized in 
upon the Table transmission through the post, or to 
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compensate him for the loss of his literary | 
work as a journalist not at the seat of | 
war and not holding a military licence. | 


Questions. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I have 
spoken to my hon. friend the Member | 
for Westmoreland on this subject, as he 
was censor at Cape Town and dealt with | 
this question when it arose. He has 
promised to look up the papers and 
communicate with the hon. Member on | 
the subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will that be 
before next session ? 


LorD STANLEY : I hope so. 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—BLOEM- 
FONTEIN CAMP. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the medical officer’s report 
upon the state of health of the children | 
in Bloemfontein camp has been yet | 
received at the War Office ; was Lord 
Kitchener asked by telegraph in the last | 
week of June concerning the doctor’s 
report, and, if so, with what result. 





Lorp STANLEY: The report has 
not yet been received. Lord Kitchener | 
telegraphed on the 2nd July that he 
would forward the medical officer's 
report. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the report when 
received be published ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I am afraid 1 can- 
not give any answer to that question. 


DORDRECHT EXECUTION — COMPUL- 
SORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 


{16 AvuGusT 1901} 





to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if, when he has obtained the information | 
from South Africa, he will circulate the | 
report received to hon. Members or | 
make a communication stating what 
were the exceptional circumstances con- | 
nected with the compulsion of British | 
colonists to witness the execution of their | 
countrymen at Dordrecht ; who gave | 
the order for such compulsion ; if it was | 
sanctioned by the Commander-in-Chief 


Questions. 1142 


the officer responsible for it has- been 
punished ; and whether these colonists 
were convicted criminals or prisoners, 
under what penalty did they attend, 
and what object was gained by such 
compulsion. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not in a 
position to make any such pledges on 
behalf of my right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary of State for War. 


COETZEER’S EXECUTION. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
has yet received any official information 
to the effect that several of the leading 
inhabitants of Cradock have been de- 
ported for refusing to obey the order to 
attend the execution of Johannes Petrus 
Coetzee ; and, if so, will he state by 
whose order was the deportation carried 
out. 


Lorp STANLEY: No _ information 
has as yet reached the War Office. 


INSURING SOLDIERS’ LIVES. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the officer 
commanding the 3rd Battalion of the 
Royal Welsh Fusiliers insured the life 
of each member of his company who 


| went out to South Africa; whether he 


can state what sums have been paid 
in respect of such policies and to whom ; 
and whether this officer was acting in 
this matter with the knowledge and 
consent or sanction of the War Office. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
of this transaction, which, if it exists, 
is purely a private transaction, and does 
not concern the War Office. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: If such a thing 
has been done, could the noble Lord 
prevent it ? 


it is a 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; 
purely private transaction. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is an officer 
allowed to make money by insuring the 


in South Africa, and, if not, whether | lives of soldiers } 








1143 Questions. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): 


the power to send the men into the 


fighting line ? 


PRIVATE REILLY, lst BATTALION 
DEVONSHIRE REGIMENT. 


{COMMONS} 
Had he|DESTITUTE VETERANS IN BELFAST 





Questions. 1144 


WORKHOUSE. 
' Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


|War whether he can state how many 
| Army pensioners are at present inmates 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask of the Belfast Union Workhouse, and 


the Secretary of State for War whether | . ; 
: d | receives ; whether he is aware that some 


he can state what arrears of pay an 


pension are due to Private George Reilly, 
No. 6,304, of the 1st Battalion, Devon- 
shire Regiment, who died at Standerton 
on 6th May last, and when the amounts | 


due will be paid to his father; also 
whether the officer commanding the 
Royal Welsh Fusiliers held an insurance 
policy on the life of Private Reilly ; and, 
if so, whether he has paid over the sum 
r° obtained to the father of the deceased 
ad. 


This man’s estate 
has just been reported from South 
Africa as amounting to £15 1s. As he 
appears to have died intestate, steps will 
be taken at once to issue the estate to 
the father. Any insurance that may 
have been effected is purely a private 
matter, of which the War Office has no 
cognisance. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS-—-CASE OF JAMES 
ROGERS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether any inquiry has been 
made into the case of James Rogers, 
late of the 33rd Foot Regiment and 
Army Reserve, who enlisted on 29th 
November, 1860, at Manchester, and 
the date of whose discharge as stated on 
the War Office parchment is 7| 7] 82; 
and, seeing that this man has been re- 
fused the pension to which he has been 
entitled, as the Chelsea Commissioners 
have confounded him with another 
soldier of the same name and with 
shorter service, whether he will take 
steps to have Rogers remitted the arrears 
of pension to which he is entitled. 


Lorp STANLEY: The information 
given in the question is insufticient to 
enable the case to be traced. Will the 
hon. Member be good enough to forward 
to thejWar Office the parchment certi- 
ficate referred to. 





what pension each of these old veterans 


| time ago the commanding officer of the 
| district refused, when applied to for a 
military funeral for an old soldier, an 
inmate of the workhouse, to grant the 
request thus made, or to in any way 
assist in providing interment for the old 
;man, and that ultimately the funeral 
was carried out by subscriptions raised 
locally ; and if, in the future, some 
arrangements will be made whereby old 
veterans who have served in the Army 
will be provided with decent interment 
at the expense of the State, so as to 
obviate such funerals being carried out 
by public subscription. 


| 
| 





| Lorp STANLEY: There are forty- 
| two pensioners inmates’ of this work- 
house, with pensions varying from 4d. 
| to 2s. 3d. a day. Iam not aware of the 
‘application for a military funeral men- 
| tioned, but under the Regulations such 
funerals can only be granted to officers 
‘or soldiers dying during their colour 
agian 

| 

| WOOLWICH ARSENAL FOREMEN. 

| Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
‘the Secretary of State for War whether 
_foremen employed in or about Woolwich 
| Arsenal have been offered a pension on 
condition that they forego their right to 
|payment for overtime and withdraw 
'from membership of any trade union. 


| Lorp STANLEY : A proposal is under 
consideration for granting pensions to 
foremen employed in certain depart- 
|/ments under the War Office. Among 
other conditions attaching to the grant 
| are the cessation of payment for ordinary 
overtime, as is now the case with prin- 
cipal foremen, and the withdrawal from 
|membership of any trade union. The 
latter proviso was made at the suggestion 
|of the Foremen’s Association, a body 
| which is recognised as representing their 
| interests. 











114 


tiol 


Owl 


PI 

Ss 
ver’ 
Sta 
bee: 
in 
ven 
of e 
in V 
hea 
Afri 
seri 
whe 
gest 


in f 


L 
the 
calle 
proj 
but 
for ; 


VC 
S 
Cen 
Stat 
Clat 
to t 
lyin 
to 
opel 
teer 
una 
mer 
he 9 
give 
tric 
atte 
stan 
com 


L 
ance 
veal 
sche 
of 
cons 


sugs 


Vi 








1144 
LFAST 


N.): 
ate for 
many 
imates 
», and 
terans 
| some 
of the 
for a 
or, an 
it’ the 
y way 
he old 
ineral 
raised 
some 
y old 
Army 
‘ment 
as to 
1 out 


lorty- 
vork- 
1 4d. 
f the 
men- 
such 
ficers 
olour 


IN. 

) ask 
ether 
wich 
n on 
ht to 
draw 
Qn. 


nder 
is to 
part- 
10ng 
rant 
nary 
prin- 
from 
The 
stion 
body 


heir 








1145 Questions. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will the cessa- 
tion of membership be compulsory ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir; at their | 


own request. 


PROPOSED ROYAL WATER CORPS. 


Sir MICHAEL FOSTER (London Uni- 
versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether his attention has | 
been called to certain proposals contained 
in a scientific publication for the pre- | 
vention by means of a Royal Water Corps | 
of enteric and other water borne diseases 
in war, and whether, in view of the recent 
heavy losses by these diseases in South 
Africa, he will give these proposals his 
serious consideration in order to ascertain 
whether they offer any practical sug- 
gestions for preventing such disasters 
in future. 


Lorp STANLEY: The attention of 
the Secretary of State for War has been 
called to the pamphlet in question. The 
proposals have been carefully considered, 
but are found to be entirely impracticable 
for active service. 


VOLUNTEER CAMP ATTENDANCES. 
Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


Central) : 


Clause 10 of the draft of a scheme relative 
to the efficiency of the Volunteers now 
lying upon the Table, prior to submission | 
to His Majesty the King in Council, 


operating to the detriment of the Volun- | 
soldiers | 


teer force, and to Volunteer 
unable by the nature of their employ- 
ment to attend a camp every other year, 
he will cause it to be amended so as to 


give general officers commanding dis- | 


tricts to dispense with such 


attendance 


power 
under 


commanding officers. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. Attend- 


ance at camp for at least every alternate | 


year is considered a vital part of the 
scheme of reorganisation. The Secretary 
of State for War cannot, therefore, 
consent to any such concession 
suggested in the question. 


as 1s 


VOLUNTEER MUSKETRY 
TIONS 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for War if, 


REGULA- 


{16 AueustT 1901} 


I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War if, in order to prevent | 


exceptional circum- | 
stances upon the recommendation of | 
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before sanctioning any increase in the 
present musketry requirements of the 
Volunteer force, and bearing in mind 
| that they exceed those of the Army 
| Reserve, Militia, and Yeomanry, and 
‘entail in most cases of urban corps 
frequent journeys to distant ranges, he 
will give consideration to the difficulties 
‘encountered in fulfilling the existing 
| conditions, owing to the paucity of target 
_accommodation and the restrictions to 
| which the ranges available are subject. 


Lorp STANLEY: The cases alluded 
to would appear to be amply covered by 
paragraphs 5 and 6 of the draft of the 
scheme of efficiency laid before the House, 
which will be generously interpreted. 


GAMBLING ON H.M.’s TRANSPORTS. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spal- 
ding): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether his 
attention has been called to the preva- 
lence of gambling on His Majesty’s 
transports, and is he aware that during 
the past week a case was tried in the 
law courts in which it was given in 
evidence that a youth of eighteen years 
' had lost £330 during a journey from 
Africa to England, and will he adopt 
such measures that will reduce or 
k extinguish this practice of gambling on 
His Majesty’ s ships. 








Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the prevalence of gambling on board 
| transports. Inquiries are being made 
|into the case referred to. The Regula- 
tions forbid any such practice, which 
should be firmly suppressed by the 
senior ofticer on board. 


PORTSMOUTH DOCKYARD JOINERS’ 
PAY. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that the rate of pay received 
by the joiners employed in the Ports- 
mouth Dockyard is under the rate paid 
to joiners employed in outside shipyards 
in the district ; and, seeing that the pay 
for joiners employed outside the dock- 
yard at Portsmouth is 8d. per hour and 
not 74d., whether he will give instruc- 
tions that the rate of pay of carpenters 
and joiners engaged at Portsmouth 
Dockyard shall be altered to correspond 
‘to the rate paid by outside firms. 
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THe SECRETARY to tue ADMI-! readiness for war of the British fleets, 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast,|the Admiralty will reconsider their 
W.): I must refer the hon. Member to | decision, and will afford the correspon- 
the answer that I gave him on the 26th | dents facilities for seeing the movements 
ultimo. The information at the disposal | of the ships. 
of the Admiralty is to the effect that the | 
rate for outside joiners is 74d., and not} Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
8d., as stated in the question. Under | considered in the interests of the service 
these cireumstances it is not considered | that any persons not connected with the 
necessary to make any alteration in the | service should be embarked on the ships 
rates of pay of joiners in Government! engaged in the forthcoming tactical 
employment. exercises. Full opportunities of obtain- 

ing information as to the state of pre- 


In reply toa further question the Hon. | paration of the Fleet are always afforded 
; wMTAN cai . differ . | . ; 
GENTLEMAN said the difference between |to_ representatives of the press during 
the two rates of pay was very small 


basloal the annual manoeuvres, and it is not 
oe | proposed to extend the privileges already 
granted. 


| 
UNCLAIMED NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 
Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth): I NAVAL MANCEUVRES—REPORT. 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- | Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ralty whether the list of persons entitled |... the Secretary to the Admiralty 
to unclaimed naval prize money, which | whether, for the information of the 


° . | 
was to have been taken in hand 11) public respecting the late naval man- 
January last, is near completion, andj guyyres. the Admiralty will forthwith 
whether the form of that list will be such publish a complete statement of the 
as to enable claimants to verify their} Gjaims referred to the uinpires upon 
claims ; and whether, to save time and! oth sides, together with their decisions 
facilitate examination by claimants, he | thereupon ; whether on the conclusion 
. . . . . | ’ 
will consent toa publication of the list | of the approaching combined manceuvres 
Seeiet d and have the first wad |. the Mediterranean and Channel 
published immediately. Squadrons they will publish a similar 
_ sake e statement with regard to them; and 
bever asc t tg Site ve The el whether they will appoint a committee 
mie qi M bee Sele be ‘ie th a with similar general instructions to 
one? in May am, DUL Hh Coals WD 4\ those given to the committee which 
long period, and I cannot as yet precisely | ace sapiinted in connection with the 
state when it will be completed. It will | manceuvres of 1888 to consider and 
be proceeded with as rapidly as possible, | : 
rae hope to be able e sonenns it in| Jo oe lial laa cine. 
age . | manoeuvres. 
about three months. The list will be in | 
such a form as will enable applicants to) ‘phe following Question also appeared 
verify their claims readily. It would be! ,, the Paper :— 
possible to publish the list in sections, | 


but in the opinion of the Admiralty such, \jp  HARMSWORTH (Caithness) : 


a course is not desirable. To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| if it is intended to issue any Report upon 
NAVAL MANCEUVRES—PRESS | the recent naval manceuvres; and, if 


CORRESPONDENTS. 
*CoLoNEL SANDYS — (Lancashire, 
Bootle): L beg to ask the Secretary to Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A com- 
the Admiralty, having regard to the plete statement of the claims referred to 
fact that the Admiralty have refused to | the umpires will be included, as usual, in 
allow correspondents to be present at the Report of the manceuvres presented 
the forthcoming combined manceuvres to the House. The reply to the second 
of the Channel and Mediterranean paragraph of the hon. Member's question 
Squadrons, with the view of information | is in the negative, as the combined fleets 
being afforded to the public as to the | will be engaged in tactical exercises only. 


so, when such Report will be issued. 
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There is no intention of appointing a {Select Committee of the Bombay Legis- 
committee, as suggested in the third | lative Council, and by associations in 
paragraph. Bombay ; and is he aware of the feeling 
it has created in the province; and 
whether, in view of the principle hitherto 
followed in Bombay and other provinces 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den-| with regard to the preservation of the 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- | tenant-rights of cultivators, he will give 
tary of State for India, having regard to| an assurance that this House will have 
the fact that the Report of the Indian an opportunity of further considering 
Famine Commission appointed in 1900 | the subject before the measure is passed 
was submitted to the Viceroy in May jnto law. 
last, whether, in view of the bearing of 


INDIAN FAMINE COMMISSION’S 
REPORT. 








the Report upon the future adminis- 
trative action as regards famines, he will 
state the reasons why this delay has taken 
place in laying its recommendations 
before Parliament. : 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The delay is due to the fact 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am aware 
that a Bill is before the Bombay Legis- 
lative Council for the amendment of the 
Land Revenue Code of the Presidency, 
though 1 cannot accept the hon. Mem- 
ber’s description of it as altogether 
correct. I am also aware that some 
misapprehension exists in India as to its 
objects and provisions. The whole sub- 








that the Government of India had to | ject is being very carefully considered, 
consider very carefully the recommen- | hoth by the Bombay Government and the 
dations of the Commission and the action ‘the Government of India, and will be 
to be taken upon them, which, as I stated |further considered by myself in Council, 
in this House on the 8th instant, in-/| if the measure in question becomes law. 
volved complex and most important |] can give no assurance that I will take 
questions. I have only very recently any steps to interfere with the consti- 
received the Report from the Govern-| tutional methods of legislation for India. 


ment of India together with a despatch 
giving the result of their deliberations. 
As soon as I have dealt with the various 
suggestions made I shall publish the 
papers together with conclusions upon 
them that the Government have arrived 
at. 


BOMBAY LAND REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the Bombay Land Revenue Bill 
recently introduced in the Bombay Legis- 
lative Council; whether he is aware 
that this Bill will empower the Govern- 
ment to resettle the holdings of culti- 
vators, without the rights of sale or mort- 
gage, in tracts of the country where 


tenants have possessed those rights for | 


the last fifty years; whether it is the 
intention of the Government, under this 
Bill, to sell the holdings now in arrear 











CONGESTION ON INDIAN RAILWAYS. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the attention of the Public 
Works Department of the India Office 
has been drawn to the delays and con- 
gestion of the traffic on the East Indian 
and other railways converging on the 
Howrah goods station at Calcutta, and 
the consequent hindrance to export trade 
from the port of that city ; and whether 
he will consider the desirability of causing 
an independent investigation to be made 
by an engineering Commission as to the 
practicability by means of canals or 
otherwise to relieve the congestion of 
railway traffic at the point referred to. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The conges- 
tion of traffic on the railways referred to 
has recently been under consideration by 
a special Committee of railway autho- 





on account of the recent famine, and/rities, members of chambers of com- 
to resettle their holdings without the! merce, and merchants appointed in 
rights at present enjoyed by them; India. This Committee has recently re- 
whether he is aware that this Bill is| ported to the Government of India, who 
opposed by the native members on - will inform the Secretary of State of their 
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recommendations after considering that { 
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Questions. 1152 
ViscounT CRANBORNE: The delay 


Report. Pending the receipt of the views in arranging for a settlement of the 
of the Government of India, I do not | Waima incident has been due to the 
propose to take any such action as is | necessity of establishing to the satisfac- 
suggested in the hon. Member’s question. | tion of the French Government that the 


CHINA—IMPORT DUTIES AND FOR- 
WARD CONTRACTS. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs whether he is aware that it is | 
customary in the China trade for our | 


merchants to make contracts, 


specially for cotton goods, for forward | ; “piped : “ge 
“ome 8 | by His Majesty’s Government in anticipa- 


delivery, extending in some cases over 
some months ; and whether exemption 
from the increased import duty will be 
granted to merchandise 
contracts as were made prior to the 
: Pg 
acceptance by His Majesty’s Govern- 


more | 


under such | 


ment of the five per cent. effective tariff. | 


THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): We 
understand that the arrangement which 
the foreign representatives at Peking 
have decided to propose to the Chinese 
Plenipotentiaries provides that the en- 
forcement of the five per cent. tariff 


shall not take effect until two 
months after the signature of the 


protocol, and that merchandise which 
has started on the way out within 
ten days after the date of signature 
will be exempted from payment of 
the new duties. If it should appear 
that cases of hardship arise under this 
arrangement His Majesty’s Government 
will consider whether some further ar- 
rangement can be obtained for treating 
such cases on their merits. 


WAIMA ARBITRATION. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can explain why the 
negotiations between Great Britain and 
France with regard to the claim for com- 
pensation for the murder of British 
Officers and men at Waima in 1893 


have taken nearly eight years and are 
not yet completed ; and also will he say 
what arrangements have been made for 
the widows and orphans pending the | 
settlement of these prolonged negotia- | 
tions. 





‘incident took place in British territory, 
{to the time required to come to an 
| arrangement as to whether arbitration 
should be adopted as the method of 
settlement for several pending questions, 
‘of which the Waima incident is one, and, 
finally, as to which of these questions 
‘should go to arbitration first. Various 
| payments have been made to the sufferers 


tion of the award. 


IRISH LADY’S ESTATE IN MADRID. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that in the case of an Irish lady (Miss 
Mary Teresa Barry) who died in Madrid 
on the 15th June, 1899, leaving con- 
siderable property in that city, a Dublin 
solicitor, acting for the next of kin, 
communicated with Sir H. M. Durand, 
British Ambassador at Madrid, so far 
back as 29th June last, asking for infor- 
mation about the property of the deceased, 
and subsequently cabled requesting a 
reply and offering to defray the expense 
of procuring the information, and that 
no reply has yet been given ; whether 
he can say if Sir H. M. Durand received 
such communications ; and, if so, why 
he did not reply ; and will he see that 
Sir H. M. Durand, or the person whose 
duty it is to interest himself for the pro- 
tection of the property of British subjects 
in Madrid, will give immediate attention 
to this matter. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Nothing is 
known at the Foreign Office of the matter 
to which the hon. Member refers, but Sir 
M. Durand will be communicated with 
and requested to report. 


COAL DUTY REBATES. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if, following the precedent of 
rebate of duty to those who had made 
coal contracts, the Treasury will grant a 
similar rebate of duty to importers of 
sugar under bona fide contracts made so 
far back as December, 1900, for monthly 
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{16 Aveust 1901} 


Questions. 1154 


deliveries extending up to the present | HOURS OF DUTY OF PARLIAMENTARY 


date, and resold at old prices during the | 
first three months of this year, and on | 
which the contractors can prove they will | 
thus lose the sugar duty. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): There is no statutory 
authority to grant the rebate asked for 
by the hon. Member, nor do I think there 
ought to be. Section 10 of the Finance 
Act specially enables importers of sugar, 
in the absence of agreement to the con- 
trary, to recover the duty as an addition 
to their pre-Budget contract prices. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT—“ DROP” 
REGULATIONS. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he is aware that in 
executions as carried out in this country 
death is seldom instantaneous, that in the 
majority of cases the vertebra is neither 
dislocated nor fractured, and that in many 
cases the pulse beats at the wrist after 
the fall of the drop for five or six minutes ; | 
and whether he will order a careful 
inquiry to be made into the present 
method of conducting executions in 
Great Britain and Ireland, with the view 
of steps being taken to prevent any possi- 
bility of the convict being conscious of 
suffering. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuigz, Croydon): The exact cause of 
death is carefully investigated in each 
case, and this evidence is entirely opposed 
to what is suggested in the question. I 
have no reason for supposing that any 
further inquiry is needed. 


CONTINENTAL CHINA AND EARTHEN- 
WARE TRADE. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
the Home Department whether he is 
inviting a number of Continental china 
and earthenware manufacturers to a 
conference, and, if so, can he state when 
the conference is to take place, and where, 
and will British manufacturers be also 
invited to attend it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, there is no 
such proposal. 








POLICE. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the late sittings of 
the House have involved a corresponding 
extension of the hours of duty of the 
constables in and about its precincts, 
and what remuneration he proposes to 
make to these men. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The police employed 
at the Houses of Parliament receive a 
special allowance while so employed. No 
additional money allowance is made to 


| them on the occasion of late sittings, but 


the men are relieved for refreshments 
from time to time, and compensation in 
the shape of “ time off,’’ and also extra 
leave is allowed when the House is not 
sitting. When a sitting of prolonged 
duration is expected, arrangements are 
made to supply extra men if required. 


BRADFORD LABOUR DISPUTE. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 


‘the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department whether he is aware that, 
on the 17th of July, four members of a 
trade union, who were acting as pickets 
in connection with a labour dispute now 
being waged at Bradford, in Yorkshire, 
were arrested at the instance of an 
employer whose workmen are on strike, 
and conveyed to the police station, where, 
after being examined, they were liberated, 
no charge being preferred against them, 
whether he is aware that shortly after 
midnight on 19th July these same men 
were arrested in their homes and con- 
veyed to prison, charged with intimida- 
tion and persistent following, and that 
the charge of intimidation broke down 
and had to be withdrawn, and three of 
the accused were acquitted of the charge 
of persistent following, and whether he 
can explain why these men were arrested 
during the night, and will he say what 
action he purposes taking. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed that 
the men were not arrested as suggested 
in the first paragraph of the question. 
They gave their names and addresses at 
the police station, and went away without 
any charge being made against them. 
Warrants were afterwards issued, and 
the arrests were effected in the early 
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morning of the 19th. The chief con- 
stable informs me that these men reside 
in different parts of the town, and that 
it was necessary to effect the first arrest 
early in order to give time to arrest the 
others so as to bring them before the 
magistrate at once. I can take no action 
in the matter, but I must add that this 
explanation does not appear to me to be 
satisfactory. 


. 


RAILWAY FATALITY AT LONDON 
BRIDGE. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): 1 beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called to the fatal 
accident which occurred near London 
Bridge Station on the 18th July to a 
boy named Percy James Southey, who 
was travelling in a South-Eastern and 
Chatham Railway Company’s train; 
whether he is aware that at the inquest 
it transpired that efforts made to stop 
the train by means of the communication 
cord were unsuccessful in consequence 
of the latter being out of order, arid 
whether ‘he proposes to order an inquiry 
into the matter. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD, 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, the Board of Trade 
are in communication with the railway 
company in this case, and when their 
reply has been received I will consider 
whether an inquiry can usefully be held. 


PROVISIONING OF MERCHANT SHIPS— 
THE “COLONY.” 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
James M‘Donald, an able.seaman, was 
put on shore on Saturday, 10th August, 
at Falmouth, from the British sailing 
ship “ Colony,” suffering with .scurvy, 
that M‘Donald is now lying ill in Green- 
wich Hospital, and that during the 
passage home the crew of this vessel 
were supplied with short allowance of 
provisions; whether he will cause in- 
quiries to be made at once with regard 
to this matter, and instruct the super- 
intendent before whom the crew may 
be discharged to take a statement from 
each man respecting the provisions with 
which they have been supplied during 
the voyage, and whether the Board of 


{COMMONS} 
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Trade have power to prosecute ship- 
owners who, in consequence of not 
supplying crews with proper allowance 
of good wholesome food, endanger the 
health of the men. 


(Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 1 have 
ascertained that, on the arrival of the 
“Colony” at Falmouth it was found 
that the seaman referred to in the 
question was suffering from a bad leg 
and thigh, being the only sick man on 
board. He was at once seen by the port 
medical officer, and by the owner's 
instructions was paid off at Falmouth 
instead of being taken on to Hamburg. 
I have at present no evidence that he 
was suffering from scurvy. The master 
reports that lime juice was regularly 
issued, and the owner states that ample 
provisions (including fresh meat and 
vegetables) were supplied. No complaint 
was made to the officials at Falmouth by 
any one of the crew, but further inquiry 
will be made at Hamburg... The Mer- 
chant Shipping Act lays down -regula- 
tions with regard to seamen’s food, 
medicines, anti-scorbutics, etc., and pro- 
vides penalties for infringement. 


THE “MAB.” 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that in November last, at Baltimore, 
the master of the steamship ‘“ Mab” 
assaulted the steward, that the steward 
asked permission to go on shore to make a 
complaint to His Majesty’s Consul, and 
that the master had the steward and cook 
arrested ‘and imprisoned for three days ; 
tliat on the arrival of the vessel at Liver- 
pool in December last proceedings were 
taken at the police court against the 
master, who was fined £3; and that on 
the vessel’s arrival at Barry the master 
endeavoured to deduct the expenses of 
his trial from the wages of the steward 
and cook; whether it is the intention 
of the Board of Trade to ask the master 
of the “‘ Mab” for an explanation of his 
conduct in refusing to allow the steward 
and cook of this ship to go ashore at 
Baltimore to lodge a complaint against 
him for his assault on the steward, and 
will he ask His Majesty’s Consul at that 
port to explain on what grounds he 
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issued a warrant for the arrest of these 
two men. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 

official information with regard to the 
occurrences referred to in the question 
beyond entries in the log of the ‘* Mab” 
which appear to show that the proceed- 
ings at Charleston (not Baltimore) were 
quite regular. Inquiry shall be made 
as to what took place at Liverpool and 
Barry, and also respecting the allegation 
that the steward was not allowed to make 
a complaint to His Majesty’s Consul at 
Charleston. 


THE “ ANCONA”—CREW’S GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he will cause an inquiry to be made 
respecting the treatment of the crew of 
the “‘ Ancona’”’ by the master and first 
and second officers, who assaulted several 
of the crew during the voyage from 
Tacoma to Hamburg. 


| beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that a seaman named Henry Herbert, 
engaged on the British sailing vessel 
“Ancona” on 18th February of this 
year at Tacoma, and that shortly after 
joining the vessel he was assaulted by 
the chief mate and a boarding master 
named Ryan ; whether he is aware that 
Herbert immediately complained to the 
master, asking his permission to go on 
shore to report the matter to His 
Majesty’s Consul, which permission the 
master refused and left Tacoma without 
giving him an opportunity of having 
the boarding master arrested for the 
assault ; and will he take steps at once 
to hold an inquiry into the matter. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In reply 
to this and the following question, I can 
only say that the Board of Trade have no 
information with regard to the matters 
to which the hon. Member refers, but 
inquiries shall be made. 


THE “GATHORNE.” 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the death of a fireman, named 
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Townsend, on board the ss. ‘‘ Gathoriie’’; 
whether he is aware that, although this 
man complained of being ill for several 
days, he was compelled by the chief 
engineer and the master to continue at 
work ; and that, in consequence of the 
treatment which he received at the 
hands of the chief engineer, Townsend 
jumped overboard and was drowned ; 
and whether he intends to have this case 
thoroughly investigated on the arrival 
of the “Gathorne”’ in the United 
Kingdom. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Yes, Sir, 
my attention has been called to the case 
to which the hon. Member refers, and I 
have already instructed the Solicitor to 
the Board of Trade to make arrangements 
for the holding of an inquiry by a Super- 
intendent of Mercantile Marine under 
Section 690 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, on the return of the 
“Gathorne ” to this country. 


SEAMAN’S DEATH ON THE “DEVON.” 
Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he has 
received any report with regard to the 
accident which happened to a seaman 
named Robert Christiansen on board 
the steamship ‘‘ Devon” on 3rd March 
of this year at Port Natal ; whether this 
man was sent aloft to put a new guy on 
number five derrick, and that he had to 
climb up the guy with a heavy sling over 
his shoulders, with the result that his 
strength gave way and he fell a distance 
of 50 feet into the hold of the vessel ; and 
whether he can state if the owners have 
paid any compensation to this man 
for the injuries he sustained, and if he will 
cause an inquiry to be held in this case. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The in- 
formation I have received with regard 
to the case to which the honourable 
Member refers shows that the accident 
happened on the 2nd April, not on the 
3rd March as stated. I am not in posses- 
sion of any details in the case, but will 
make furthur enquiries and place myself 
in communication with the owners. 


RAILWAY SUB-INSPECTORS. 
*Mr. BELL: I wish to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade a question of 
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which I have not given him notice, 
but I have no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman can answer it — namely, 
when he proposes to appoint the 
sub-inspectors of railways, for which 
salaries have been provided in the 
Estimates. 


Questions. 


T cannot 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : 


answer that question. 


ABINGDON MARKET. 


.«Mr. MANSFIELD: | beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he is aware that the local 
authorities do not agree that the order 
for isolating the pigs in Abingdon 
Market was given on the 13th May, 
that the inspector, Mr. Anderson, fre- 
quently wired to the Board as late as 
15th May to get the order, and that 
Mr. Elliott admitted in his letter that 
the order for isolation was given on 
l6th May, although the police did not 
receive the actual order to isolate till 
i8th May; and, under these cireum- 
stances, and as the pigs were taken 
from the owners and kept for two and 
a half months, during which time all but 
eight of them have died, will he agree 
to pay compensation as though they had 
been slaughtered. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): I stated that the order came into 
force on the 13th. It was of course 
given long before, as it is a standing 
instruction to all local authorities which 
comes into force directly an outbreak 
occurs. It is not the fact that the 
Board’s inspector telegraphed to get the 
order either on May 15th or any earlier 
or any subsequent day. It is not the 
fact that the Secretary to the Board 
admitted that the order for isolation was 
given on 16th May. It is not the fact 
that the police did not receive the order 
till 18th May. The police superinten- 
dent is also the inspector of the local 
authority, and it was his duty to isolate, 
and he did isolate, the swine under the 
Swine Fever Order on May 13th. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 


Mr. ORMSBY-GORE (Lincolnshire, 
Gainsborough) : I beg to ask the Presi- 
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dent of the Board of Agriculture, having 
regard to the fact that the outbreak of 
foot-and-mouth ‘disease has [now ceased 
in Argentina for over nine months, and 
in view of the measures adopted by 
the Argentine Government against the 
importation of British pedigree cattle 
into Argentina, whether there is any 
prospect of this regulation being re- 
scinded or a short period of quarantine 
being substituted in the near future, 
and whether his attention has been called 
to the effect of the dislocation of the trade 
of farmers and breeders of pedigree 
cattle with Argentina in agricultural 
districts throughout the country. 


(uestrons. 


Mr. HANBURY : The evidence before 
me does not support the statement in the 
first part of the question. I shall be 
glad to show the hon. Member that 
evidence. 1 do not see why the export 
trade in pedigree cattle from this country 
to Argentina should be affected by the 
existence or non-existence of the disease 
there. 


BUTTER REGULATION COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether, 
having regard to the nature of the 
inquiry to be held by the Butter Regula- 
tion Committee, he would recommend 
that the evidence of all witnesses be 
taken in the presence of the press. 


Mr. HANBURY: The decision on 
such a point must rest with the Com- 
mittee themselves, who at their first 
meeting decided that the usual course 
should be followed, and the inquiry 
be held without press reporters. 


SWINE FEVER IN LINCOLNSHIRE, 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture if 
he will give particulars of the cases of 
outbreak of swine fever in the Spalding 
Division of Lincolnshire which have 
necessitated the closing of the markets 
of Spalding, Holbeach, Boston, and other 
places ; and also whether he will consider 
the advisability of putting a cordon round 
the area of the outbreaks in preference 
to closing the whole of the markets 
available for the small holders and 
farmers of the district. 
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Mr. HANBURY: There have been 
thirty detected outbreaks of swine fever 
in the area referred to since the beginning 
of July. Several of them have been 
traced to the markets referred to. The 
system of allowing no movement over 
the whole area except after twenty- 
eight days’ detention in one place has 
been found to be the most effective 
method of extinguishing the disease in the 
district. If the hon. Member suggests 
that free movement should be permitted 
within the whole area, but no move- 
ment outward should be allowed, this 
would mean the spreading and continu- 
ance of the disease within the area. If he 
suggests that there should be thirty 
small areas in which alone movement 
should be prohibited, and in all the rest 
of the present area movement should be 
free, there is no guarantee whatever that 
the diseased swine are all included in 
those thirty areas, and the disease would 
therefore continue to spread over the 
district outside them. 


Questions. 


Mr. JOYCE: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if, owing to the vital 


{16 Aveusr 1901} 





importance of this question to an impor- 
tant trade in Ireland, it would not be 
possible to allow the witnesses to give | 
their evidence in public? What is there | 
to conceal ! 


Mr. HANBURY: It is a matter for | 
the Committee to decide. I do not see any 
special reason why the ordinary rule 
should be broken. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): Is it not usual for the press to 
attend these inquiries ? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir. 


Mr. JOYCE: Well. | hope the evidence 
will be published. 


TUBERCULOSIS COMMISSION. 

Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
it would be possible for the promised 
Royal Commission on tuberculosis to 
inquire whether cancer is communicable 
from animals to man. 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Bristol, S.): As I stated yester- 
day, the appointment of a Royal Com- 
mission with regard to tuberculosis is 
still under the consideration of the 
Government. Assuming, however, that 
such a Commission is appointed, I do not 
think it would be practicable that the 
matters referred to it should include an 
investigation of the subject mentioned 
by my hon. friend. 


Questions. 


POST OFFICE—SPECIAL LEAVE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will explain why 
the instructions of the Secretary to the 
Post Office, to surveyors, of April, 1891, 
regarding special leave, are not being 
equally carried out in all districts ; is he 
aware that Postman G. W. Bates, of 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, has been compelled 
to refund two days’ pay for special leave 
granted on the occasion of his marriage 
in May last, whereas officers in London, 
Glasgow, and elsewhere have _ been 
granted such leave without deduction of 
pay; and whether, in view of these 


circumstances, the Postmaster General 


will issue an order to have the instruc- 
tions of April, 1891, applied equally to 
all officers of the Department. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is not aware of the 
circumstances of the case referred to, but 
he will make inquiries, and let the hon. 
Member know the result as soon as 


| possible. 


POSTMEN’S STRIPES. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he can state how many hours duty per 
day constitute a full time duty in regard 
to postmen’s employment counting for 
the award of good conduct stripes for 
unestablishéd service previous to appoint- 
ment to the establishment. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | that the name of every town and village 
Eight hours for day duty, or seven hours | was to be charged for as one word. The 
for night duty, for town postmen. | Postmaster General agrees with his 

| predecessors in thinking that this was 

COLCHESTER POSTMAN’S STRIPE | an intelligible and clearly defined con- 

GRIEVANCE. | cession, and he is not prepared to extend 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to it to the names of places or districts 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | Within towns. The fact that the con- 
representing the “Postmaster General, if | cession has been made in the case of 
he will inquire into the case of town | towns and villages explains the anomaly 

stman Eastell, of Colchester, who, on | to which the hon. Member calls attention; 
23rd November, 1898, was deprived of | and I may add that to do what he sug- 
a stripe for an offence which he denied | gests would not only involve the tele- 
having committed ; is he aware that, | graph Service 1n further loss, but would 
although the Tweedmouth Committee | create fresh anomalies of a nature much 


recommended the restoration of a stripe | less intelligible than the one he has now 
after a lapse of two years, this man’s | in view. As to St. Pancras and Charing 


stripe was only restored on the Ist April, | Cross, the Postmaster General believes 
1901 ; what was the reason for so with- | that he is simply following established 
holding it; and will the stripe pay | usage, words having the prefix “ St 
which would have been received by him | being universally regarded as one, while 
between November, 1900, and April, | Charing Cross” is always regarded as 
1901, had the Committee’s recommenda- | two. 

tion been acted upon, be now paid to 


this postman. | Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Will 

| the hon. Gentleman carry out the reform 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | this year or not ? 

Postmaster General is aware that post. 

man Eastell was deprived of a good- | a ™ “ 

conduct stripe in 1898 for misconduct, | Pec a AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 

and that the stripe was not restored until hat is it the hon. Member wants ? 

April last. The Tweedmouth Com- 

mittee did not recommend that ag ee Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: The 

so taken away should be restored in two | fulfilment of a promise made some years 

years. Two years is the minimum period | ago, ‘ 

which must elapse before a stripe can | 

be restored. There is no intention of | 


allowing Eastell stripe pay for the period LIVERPOOL TELEGRAPHISTS 
between November, 1900, and April, PROMOTION GRIEVANCES. 
1901. Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 


Scotland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
aia : aes ; {to the Treasury, as representi , 
TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS CHARGES. “ = gd Yoke Fe the 
4 die ostmaster General, whether his atten- 
a ATT ) TAT y ‘, oy. | a? : 
, ne og: wipes nav one (Canter-| tion has been directed to the manner 
y . or « Sir > ~ereagt. e.r Md ° 4 oe ? 
he Ts beg to ask the + er to in which vacancies in the clerks’ class 
t th ih " a ety the Post-| on the telegraph establishment at Liver- 
08 wih a0 0 i ret ar ae will issue | pool have been filled recently ; whether 
= ruc ge 0¢ en1 as one word only | he is aware that, on the last occasion, 
or mL 0 gs l nape in the United a telegraphist, who has been passed over 
ngcom ; and can he say why in tele- | twice previously during the present 
grams Woodford Green is charged as one | year, received promotion passing over 
W os yn Camden Town as two words, _ twenty of his seniors ; whether the men 
- St. Pancras . one word, but Charing | to whom promotion has been refused 
Oss aS two words. | were warned of the intention of the 
| department to ignore them, and whether 
7 J a AT ‘ y ar | “n ° 3 ‘ 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | the qualifications necessary for promotion 


Instructions were given many years ago | were indicated clearly. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It] the provisions of Clause 13 of the Sea 
is the fact that a sorting clerk and | Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act were 
telegraphist, who has been passed over|taken into account by the Fishery 
twice during the present year, has| Board of Scotland, and can he state the 
recently received promotion, passing | names of the members of the Fishery 
over twenty of his seniors. The men | District Committee. 
passed over were not warned that there 
was an intention to ignore them, because} *Typy LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
there was no such intention. The | Gprayam Murray, Buteshire): The 
promotions were made only after the | answer to the first question is in the 
fullest consideration of the claims and | negative. The matter was fully ex- 
qualifications of each of the men con- | plained in my answers to the questions 
cerned, and on the ground that the | asked by the hon. Member on the 
officer in question and the others who} 96th of last month.t In reply to the 
were promoted were the best qualified | second question, no Fishery ‘District 
to fill the vacant posts. | Committ e has been appointed for the 
i district in question. The lease to Dr. 
. 1 POSTWEN'S PR | Fullerton was granted by the Fishery 

a ae || Bead in emowcine of their statules 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) : I beg to ask | ee Sapa ’ y 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- | P P 
senting the Postmaster General, whether, Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is it competent 
with reference to a petition, dated Feb- | t,> the Fishery Board to grant this lease 
ruary, 1899, from the postmen of Ton- where a district board has been formed 2 
bridge, praying for a higher scale of pay, | 
he can say what decision has been| *\yp 4 GRAHAM MURRAY: No 
arrived at, or when a reply may be ex-| such board has been formed. 
pected. | 

| CHARITY COMMISSION —-CLOUDESLEY 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | ESTATE FUND. 

The memorial for increase of pay for-| Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
warded by postmen at Tonbridge in 1899 | to ask the Parliamentary representative 
was duly considered, and it was decided | of the Charity Commission whether 
that there was then no case for raisingthe he can explain why the income of 
wages. It is regretted that by an over-| the Richard Cloudesley Estate Fund 
sight this decision was not conveyed to) over and above £1,000 per annum 
the memorialists at the time. A later has not been transferred to the Official 
petition has been received from the | Trustees of Charitable Funds in Chan- 
postmen on the same subject and is now | cery as required by the Commission’s 
under consideration, and the Postmaster scheme of 1873 dealing with the charity, 
General’s decision shall be communicated and whether the Charity Commission 
to the applicants as early as possible. | will communicate to the Borough Council 
| of Islington the names of any gentlemen 
x neem iainas 'submitted for their approval to act as 

Ue Ses Se trustees of the charity ; and whether they 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask will consider any recommendations made 
the Lord Advocate whether the sub- | to them before giving their approval. 
lease entered into between the Fishery 
Board and Dr. Fullerton, in regard to) Tyre PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
the Clyde mussel beds, was submitted COMMISSIONER (Mr. GrirritH Bos- 
to the town councils of Greenock and | cawen, Kent, Tunbridge): The balance 
Port Glasgow for their approval before appearing in the accounts does not con- 
being signed ; and, if so, upon what date sist entirely of income, but partly of 
did this take place. ‘capital and partly of certain sums depo- 

_sited for the renewal of leases and similar 
objects, and it must be apportioned 

I beg also to ask the Lord Advocate | beldte any transfer to the official trustees 
whether in granting a lease of the! _ 








Clyde mussel beds to Dr. Fullerton, | + See preceding Volume, page 228. 
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is effected. The Commissioners do not|is not sufficient notice to the public, 
propose to take any steps for the appoint- | whether he will see that in future all 
ment of trustees of this charity until the | such notices of elections are advertised 
present proceedings in Chancery are in the local newspapers. 

terminated, but whenever they do pro- | 
pose to make any such appointment they | Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


will communicate their proposals to the | 1 “$e as ele 
Borough Council of Islington. | LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): The 


Questions. Questions. 





| Election Orders require that notices of 
| the elections shall be given by posting 
LONDON SCHOOL BOARD TEACHERS’ | copies of the same at public places. No 
SUPERANNUATION. |complaints have been made to the Board 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to | that this system of publication is insuff- 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee | cient. If any representations are made 
of Council on Education, having regard | they will be considered, but, obviously, no 
to the fact that a contract was made | change could be made in the direction 
between the School Board for London | suggested without consulting the local 
and their non-teaching staff in 1888, | authorities upon whom the expense 





whereby the employees submitted to a 
deduction of two per cent. from their 
salaries, the conditions being that when 
they reached the age of sixty, or if pre- 
viously incapacitated through infirmity, 
they should be entitled to superannuation 
on the Civil Service scale ; whether he 
can explain why the non-teaching staff 
servants of the Board are now obliged 
to aecept less than one-fifth of what was 
agreed upon, and whether he can 
suggest any course that would mitigate 
this treatment. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) : This is a matter 
between the School Board for London 
and their staff, of which the Board of 
Education has no cognisance and in 
which it has no right to interfere. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest any means by which 
these people can get full payment ? 


Sir J. GORST: No, Sir, I cannot. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ELECTIONS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the practice of publishing 
notices of local government elections in 
Irelan | by placards only exists in some 
districts ; and whether, in view of the 
complaints that this system of adver- 
tising, where not supplemented by 
advertisements in the local newspapers, 


| would fall. 


| 


| LOST PROPERTY IN DUBLIN CABS AND 
JARS. 

| Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
'of Ireland whether he is aware that 
| property left in cabs and cars of licensed 
‘drivers in Dublin, and handed over by 
them to the Carriage Office authorities 
'of the Dublin Metropolitan Pclice are, 
| when unclaimed within a certain period, 
| sold, and the proceeds appropriated by 
the authorities without any consideration 
being extended to the drivers who de- 
livered them to the police ; and, whether, 
in view of the fact that these cab or car 
drivers lose time in delivering up valuable 
| articles so found to the authorities at 
Exchange Court, he will direct that some 
compensation shall be made to them 
out of the sums so realised for their loss 
of time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has not been correctly informed. Un- 
claimed property found in_ licensed 
vehicles is detained for twelve months 
and then sold. If the article is valued 
at £5, or upwards, the Chief Commis- 
sioner of Police specially assesses on the 
merits of each case the reward to be given 
to the finder. If under £5, a reward 
equal to three-fourths of the sum realised 
by the sale is paid. 


ALLEGED POLICE INTERFERENCE WITH 
WITNESSES AT BALLYHAUNIS. 


Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | whether full inquiry into the qualifica- 
he is aware that a prosecution took place tions and practical experience of candi- 
at Ballyhaunis, county Mayo, on 29th dates will be made before filling up this 


{16 Avueust 1901} (Questions. 





July last, at the suit of the Crown, | 
against two youths named Carney and 
Boyle ; that a lad named Delaney, who | 
was a witness for the Crown, swore that 
he was prepared in the evidence he should | 
give by a policeman when serving him | 
with a summons ; and, whether he will 
take steps in future to prevent members 
of the police force from preparing Crown 
witnesses in the evidence they should 
give in a court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This boy, aged 
twelve, did, by replying in the affirma- 





tive to a leading question put in cross- 
examination, accept the suggestion re- | 
ferred to. On re-examination he made | 
it clear that he had received no instruc- | 
tion whatever and had sworn only to 
what he had himself seen and heard. | 
His evidence was confirmed by other | 
witnesses. The defendants, who were | 
twenty and twenty-three years of age. 
were ordered to give sureties for their | 
future good behaviour, or to be im- | 
prisoned in default. They adopted the | 
first alternative. 


DIRECT LABOUR ON IRISH ROADS. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary) 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
he will advise the Local Government | 
Board to inform county and district | 
councils that the Provisional Order | 
enabling councils to employ direct labour | 
on roads and other works has become | 
law, and that they may now proceed | 
to prepare schemes which can come into | 
operation on the Ist of April next. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter will 
be fully dealt with in a circular letter 


which will shortly be issued to the local 
authorities. 


VACANT IRISH FISHERIES INSPECTOR- 
SHIP. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 


Ireland whether he has any communica- 


tion to make to the House in reference | 


|it most improbable. 


ition has 


whether | 


vacancy. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
second paragraph is in the affirmative. 
Beyond this I have nothing to add to 
my statement in answer to the questions 
addressed to me on the 20th June on 
this subject. t 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the appointment 
be made before the reassembling of 
Parliament ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [ should think 
It may never be 
made. 


IRISH NATIONAL LEAGUE— 
KILLORGLIN BRANCH. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
been called to a resolution 
passed by the Killorglin branch of the 
Irish United League, proposed by Mr. 
Thomas M‘Donagh Mahoney, J.P., call- 


|ing upon Mrs. Mary Shea to give up 
ia farm 


at Keelnabrack, Glenbeigh ; 
whether he is aware that a bullock 
belonging to Mrs. Shea was injured 
subsequently to the League meeting, and 
has died since ; whether any protection 
is being afforded to Mrs. Shea; and 
whether it is proposed to take any 
action with regard to Mr. T. M‘Donagh 
Mahoney, J.P. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An indoor meet- 
ing of the League was held at Killorglin 
on the 30th ultimo. The police were 


/not present at the meeting, and the 


resolution alleged to have been passed 
at the meeting has not been published. 
On the following day a bullock, the 
property of John Shea, died, but whether 


ithe act was or was not malicious I am 


not yet in a position to say. Every 


‘necessary protection is being afforded 


to Mrs. Shea. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that there is abso- 
lutely no truth in the statement ? 





to the appointment to the vacant position | + gee Debates [Fourth Series], Voi. xer., 
of fishery inspector in Ireland, and | page 918. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has the right hon: 
Gentleman any information that such a 
resolution was passed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
fully on that point.. 


I have, replied 


Mr. FLAVIN: If policemen were 
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Questions. 


were carefully considered when the 
plans were being prepared, and the 
necessity of a goods store as Rashenny 
was not suggested. If, after experience, 
it is found that a shed is required at 
this place, the company will no doubt 
provide it. 

| 

LONDONDERRY CITY AND COUNTY 

INFIRMARY. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 





standing outside the door, why is there | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
no evidence that the resolution was | of Ireland whether he will consider the 


passed ? 


advisability of including the London- 


| derry City and County Infirmary in the 

LORD HEADLEY’S ESTATE, CO. KERRY, | list of those prescribed by the Local 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to | Government Board Order relating to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | trained nurses in workhouse infirmaries 


Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state | 


what are the difficulties in the way of a | 
sale of the estate of Lord Headley, in the | 
county of Kerry, which is now under the | 
court ; and, having regard to the fact | 
that the tenants have expressed their 
willingness to purchase, whether he can 
do anything to expedite the sale of their 
holdings to them. | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no} 
proceedings pending in the Land Judge’s 
Court for the sale of the estate referred | 
to. There were proceedings at one time | 
pending, but the petition was dismissed 
so far back as 1884. 


| 


RASHENNY RAILWAY STATION. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether representations have 
been received by the Board of Works 
from merchants and farmers resident at 
or near Rashenny station, on the new | 
railway from Buncrona to Cardonagh, | 
requesting them to have a goods shed | 
erected there in order to protect the | 
goods and farm produce carried by the 
railway ; and whether, considering the 
small expense that the construction of a 
goods shed would entail, the Board of 
Works will have the station buildings | 
completed in this respect. ; 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The probable traftic requirements of 
the districts to be served by the railway 





in Ireland, in order to provide that 
nurses trained in the said infirmary 
shall be eligible for appointments in 
workhouse infirmaries in the surround- 
ing districts ; and, having regard to the 
degrees held by the staff of the said 
infirmary, which consists of five visiting 
physicians and surgeons and one resident 
doctor, and to the ensuring thereby of 
efficiency of training for nurses, will he 
place the nurses trained in this infirmary 
on terms of equality with nurses trained 


in Belfast and Dublin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Owing to the 
relatively small number of patients that 
can be treated at this hospital, the Local 


| Government Board has not seen its way 


to recognise the training given there 
as sufficient to entitle its nurses to re- 
coupment under the provisions of the 
58th section of the Act of 1898. I will, 
however, give the whole subject my 


| personal consideration during the recess. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF 
COURT—M‘ELLIGOTT’S CASE. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that a man named M‘Elligott, of 
Shruagh, Ballymagauvan, county Cavan, 
has been recently arrested and com- 
mitted to gaol for contempt of court for 
retaking possession of his farm, from 
which he was evicted by an order of the 
Irish Land Commission because he 
refused to give up his farm to the landlord 
for the price fixed by the Land Com- 
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mission, which was £60 less than he was | the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
offered by a solvent purchaser; is he| he is aware that Mr. Martin, a county 
aware that M‘Elligott recently offered to court valuer in the West Riding in the 
ay two years rent and costs to the agent county Cork, recently in his private 
of the landlord if allowed to remain in capacity valued the farm of Mrs. O’Sul- 
possession ; and, having regard to the livan, Glencurragh, Skibbereen, for the 
circumstances under which M‘Elligott landlord; whether it is in accordance 
was evicted, will the Government direct | with official regulations that, as a county 
his release and take steps to amend the | court official, he should do so, and, if not, 
law so as to prevent similar cases arising | will steps be taken to remove him from 


in the future. ithe position of county court valuer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed) Mr. WYNDHAM: The question has 
that this man was committed to prison been referred to Mr. Martin, who states 
on the 30th July on a writ of attachment | that he never valued the farm in question, 
oe the a ry: pe The | geod dom ge oe or for ogee 
ixecutive cannot direct his release as| court judge. The latter wou no 
suggested ; the matter is not one in employ him to value a farm which he 
which it can intervene. To purge his| had previously valued in his private 
contempt he must apply to the Master of | capacity. 
the Rolls. The reply to the concluding | 
inquiry is in the negative. ARRESTS OF IRISH CRIMINAIS— _ 

| VYTY LIABILIT y -XPENSES. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): How long)“. SE crag cc 
may this man be kept in prison 2 Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 

: i beg to ask Mr. Solicitor General for 

Me. WYNDHAM: That rests between | Ireland whether he is aware that the 
i - Cork County Council refused to pay 
him and the judge. | : : 

£9 4s, expenses incurred by the police 
Mr. M‘GOVERN : Will the right hon. | @Uthorities in following from Cork, and 


Gentleman answer the latter part of the 27Testing In London, a man named 
question 2 Cornelius Sullivan ; can he state under 

what authority the police made the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no right demand, and whether it will be per- 
to review the proceedings of a court of sisted in. 


law, and I do not propose to do so. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The county council 


TEACHING OF TRISH IN IRISH has refused to repay this amount, which, 
SCHOOTS. under the circumstances, will be deducted 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I from the moneys payable to the council 











beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mr. James Coakley was 
appointed to teach Irish in the Midleton 


(county Cork) Union school, on 8th. 
June last, and that his appointment has | 


not as yet been sanctioned by the Local 
Government Board, and whether steps 
will be taken to ratify the appointment 
without further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board will 
offer no objection to this appointment, 
and the guardians will be so informed. 


IRISH COUNTY COURT VALUERS. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
8.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


out of the Local Taxation Account. The 
expenses incurred in the pursuit and 
apprehension of offenders are chargeable 
to the county under the provisions of 
Section 4 of the 14 and 15 Vict., cap. 85. 


. SERGEANT SHERIDAN—CASE OF 
CORNELIUS BRAY. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
more than a month ago the constabulary 
authorities held an inquiry in Hospital, 
county Limerick, in connection with 
the cases of Cornelius Bray and a man 
named Murphy, when Sergeant Sheridan 
was stationed in that town ; is he now in 








a position to give the result of the inquiry 
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is he aware that Bray was arrested on a 
charge of hay-burning on the night of 
26th November, 1897, and was con- 
victed at the Cork Winter Assizes on this 
charge, and that after two years and a 
quarter in prison he died within four 
months after his liberation ; and whether, 
under the circumstances, the Govern- 
ment intend to give any compensation 
to Mrs. Bray for the loss of her son. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 


second paragraph is in the affirmative. 


Mr. DILLON : In view of the extra- 
ordinary circumstances surrounding this 
ease, will the right hon. Gentleman 
reconsider his decision not to grant a 
public inquiry into the case of this man 
Sheridan ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. I endea- 
voured last night to give the grounds 
on which I arrived at the decision, and 
I am afraid I cannot reargue the case. 


Mr. DILLON: I attach so much 
importance to the question that I shall 
raise it again to-morrow on the Appro- 
priation Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is 
not the evidence sufficient to justify 
putting the man on his trial ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the question. 

SERGEANT SHERIDAN—CASE OF 
MURPHY. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that rather 
more than a month ago the con- 
stabulary authorities held in Hospital, 
county Limerick, an inquiry in regard 
to the conviction of a man named 
Murphy, for cutting the tail off an ass 
belonging to a man named Cregan, when 
ex-Sergeant Sheridan was stationed in 
Hospital some three or four years ago ; 
have the authorities as yet come to a 
decision as regards this inquiry; and 
will the Government give any compensa- 
tion to Murphy for the time he spent in 
prison. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 


question is in the affirmative. 


{COMMONS} 


(Questions. 1176 
| INTIMIDATION IN LEITRIM. 

| Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if his attention has 
| been drawn to the prosecution at Kilty- 
|clogher (county Leitrim) Petty Sessions 
'on the 13th instant of eight defendants. 
/ at the suit of District Inspector Maxwell. 
|on a charge of intimidation; is he aware 
'that the court on the occasion was 
| constituted of two resident magistrates, 
under 50 and 51 Vic., c. 20; and will he 
explain why the defendants were not 
charged under the ordinary common 
law dealing with such offences. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Proceedings were 
instituted (by the police) against ten 
persons on charges of riot and unlawful 
assembly (arising out of disturbances 
which occurred recently in this district). 
| The cases against four of the defendants 

were dismissed, and in the remaining six 

| cases convictions were returned, resulting 
|in terms of imprisonment varying from 
| fourteen days to one month. On the 
| application of thedefendants the sen- 
| tences were increased to five weeks to 
‘allow of an appeal. The proceedings 
were taken by direction of the Govern- 
| ment under Section 2, Sub-section 3 (a) 
| of the statute mentioned. The Govern- 
ment considered that this procedure was 
the most appropriate to the kind of 
offence with which the accused were 
charged—namely, riot and unlawful 
assembly. In view of the fact that an 
appeal is pending I must refrain fro: 
further characterising the offence. 








CORK AND FERMOY LINE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the Treasury have, in accordance with 
the undertaking of the First Lord, 
ealled up the £93,000 due from the 
Rosslare Company, or has he had any 
further reply from that company as to 
the construction of the Cork and Fermoy 
Line. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
received a letter yesterday from the 
| chairman of the company stating that he 
| had found it impossible to secure a meet- 
| ing of the Fishguard Board at this season 
‘of the year, but promising to call the 
| Board together at the earliest possible 
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moment after the vacation. At the! 
same time he asked that, having regard 


£16 Avetsr 1901} 
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Questions. 


before the date on which the money was 
due, it seems not inequitable to give them 


to the length of time during which the alittle further time to make this payment. 


company’s application of the 18th April | 
was under consideration by the Trea-| 


sury, some little further time should | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think it is 
quite reasonable that they should get 


be allowed for the repayment of the | Some further time. 


£93,000. I think that this is a reason- | 
able request under the circumstances. | 
I have had no indication of the Fish-| 
guard and Rosslare Company’s intention | 
in regard to the Fermoy line since the | 
debate in this House on the Great | 
Southern and Western Railway Bill, but 
I gather from the statement made on | 
that occasion that the company intended | 
to proceed with its construction. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | 
suid the company had violated the 
condition on which they obtained the | 
money, and he wished to know what | 
reason there was for giving them further | 
indulgence. | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 
consulted with my right hon. friend 
the First Lord on the point. The com- 
pany approached the Treasury on 18th) 
April, and the final reply of the Treasury 
was not sent until 26th July. That reply | 
stated that the company must adhere | 
to their parliamentary engagement, and | 
the money would be called up if they did 
not. The chairman represented that 
that was very short notice, and, in view 
of the difficulties of getting the Board 
together at this time of the year, asked 
for a short postponement. There is no 
intention of releasing the company from 
their obligations. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The obliga” 
tion to construct this line has not been 
fulfilled by the company, and the position 
now is that they have to return this, 
money. I wish to know whether this | 
postponement of the fulfilment of the) 
obligation in regard to the money means 
that a further induigence is to be given 
to this company. 


| station, 


{RISH EDUCATION—HAND AND EYE 
TRAINING CLASSES. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, 
although various centres for hand and eye 
training classes have been formed in 


| different parts of Ireland, it is impossible 


for teachers in remote districts to attend 
such classes, which in many cases are 
only held on alternate Saturdays ; and 
seeing that some teachers who desire 
to attend the class at Dunmanway, 
county Cork, are more than forty miles 
distant from Bantry, the nearest railway 
and that a further railway 
journey of twenty miles would have to be 
undertaken, whether he will arrange 
for the holding of a special training 
class of a few weeks duration during the 
months of September or October con- 
ducted by the head organiser in Dublin 
for the purpose of imparting the necessary 
instruction. 


Mr. WYNDHAM;; In the remoter 
parts of the country there are many 
schools situated at an inconvenient dis- 
tance from the centres at which hand 
and eye training classes have been 
formed. Every effort will be made to 
reach as many as possible of these schools 


'when selecting centres for the classes 
that are yet to be formed. 


Owing to 
his present engagements it would not 
be possible for the head organiser to 
conduct in Dublin, during the months 
of September and October, a special class 
such as is suggested, even if it were 
considered desirable that he should 
do so. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS. 
Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg 


‘to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
Having regard to the fact that the | 
company’s application was under the | 
consideration of the Treasury for three | 
months, and the final reply of the Trea- | 
sury was only sent to them a few iach 


Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the vacation period in schools in the 
north of Ireland is about to commence, 
and that, in many cases, the teachers 
have not yet received the amount of the 
expenses incurred by them in attendance 
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at the classes instituted at the various | 
centres by the National Board for the 
instruction of teachers; and if he will | 
endeavour to have these sums recouped | 
to the teachers before the vacation 


1 
Questions. 


commences. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: All claims for 
travelling expenses received in the | 


National Education Office in connection 
with manual and practical instruction 
and other classes for teachers, where the 
courses of instruction have been com- 
pleted, have been paid—with the excep- | 
tion of four irregular claims which are 
under consideration. Where classes have 
been interrupted by vacation, the head 
organisers in charge have already been 
instructed by the Commissioners to 
forward claims from the teachers who are 
entitled to their expenses up to the date 
of the cessation of those classes. 





IRISH TEACHERS AND THE RESIDUAL 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Return relat- 
ing to the attendance of Commissioners 
was presented in corpore on ‘the 5th 
instant. The distribution of the Paper 
rests with the Stationery Office. I 
understand it will be available in a few 
days. The other two Returns, which 
have been presented in dummy, will it is 
hoped, be completed and sent to the 


Questions. 


| printers in the course of a fortnight. 


DUBLIN VETERINARY COLLEGE. 
Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether he can state what are 
the conditions and qualifications, if any, 
under which students may enter the 
Veterinary College, Dublin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware; 
but the conditions will be found in the 
college prospectus, which can be had on 
application to the principal of the 





GRANT. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, having regard tothe views which 
have been expressed regarding the money 
known as Balance of Residual Grant, 
he will consider the advisability of 
appointing two chartered accountants 
to investigate the matter, one to be 
nominated by the teachers and the other | 
by the Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A Return has been 


college. 


IRISH CENSUS STAFF. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the recent Census appoint- 
ments in the Registry of Deeds Office, 
Dublin, received the sanction of the 
Treasury Remembrancer ; and if not, 
will they be submitted for his sanction ; 


\is he aware that boy writers are put into 


competition with men clerks, and that, 
as a result of this task work, the boys go 





laid which will, I trust, dispose of the 
doubts that appear to be widely enter- | 
tained on this complicated matter. | 
Should this expectation not be fulfilled, | 
I shall be prepared to consider the sugges- | 
tion which has already deen urged on | 
me by my right hon. and hon. friends 
the Members for South and North 


Antrim. 


KERRY RETURNS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Returns dealing with rates in Kerry, 
with attendances of National Education 
Commissioners, with the expenditure 
of school grant (Act 92) under four heads 


for long periods without food, to the 
injury of their health ; and will he con- 
sider the advisability of altering. this 
system of working with the view of 
securing accuracy in these public reports. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The department 
referred to is the office of the Registrar 
General. The number and rates of 
pay of the staff employed on the work 
of the Census have been fixed by 
the Irish Government and the Treasury, 
but the disposition of the staff is a matter 
entirely for the Census Commissioners. 
The boy copyists are not put into compe- 
tition with men clerks. In no case has 
a boy employed on taskwork been pet- 
mitted to work on the same after office 





are yet ready ; and, if not, can he say 
when they will be issued. 


hours, and all the boys are allowed the 
usual half-hour for lunch. 
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CATHOLIC EMPLOYEES IN BELFAST. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that a number 
of Roman Catholic coopers in the em- 
ployment of the Anglo-American Oil 
Company, in Belfast, have been dis- 
charged from their employment on the 
ground that the company was no longer 
able to afford them any protection from 
attacks by workmen of other religions ; 
and can he state what steps he intends to 
take in the matter. 


' 
Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; I am 
informed that Roman Catholic work- 
men, four in number, in the employ of 
this firm, were discharged by the 
manager, who assigns as a reason for 
this step that he “ feared some of those 
employed in the shipbuilding yards 
might enter the premises, to intimidate 
the Roman Catholics, smoking, and 
thus cause a fire.” This reason seems 
to me very frivolous, and in substance 
wholly inadequate as a justifica- 
tion for an act which is on 
the face of it arbitrary and unfair 
and wholly unealled for, in view 
of the fact that the Government gives 
ample protection to all who may need it, 
and that the owners and managers of 
the shipyards are co-operating with the 
Government by threatening to curtail 
the hours of labour in the yards in the 
event of any such excesses on the part of 
their employees. No other firm has 
adopted such a course. I shall give the 
matter my immediate and close attention. 


ALLEGED DEATH FROM POLICE 
VIOLENCE AT THURLES. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the circumstances attending the death 
of James Brennan, who was arrested by 
two members of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary on Monday last at Thurles, 
and so badly treated by them that death, 
it is alleged, resulted from the injuries 
inflicted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had only 
received the notice since he entered the 
House. 


He had no information, but 


{16 Atetsr 1901} 
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would make full inquiry and communi- 
cate the result to the hon. Gentleman. 


Questions. 


IRISH COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT 
CASES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the cases of Green v. The Freeman’s 
Journal, decided by the Irish Court of 
Appeal in 1899, and that of Hildesheimer 
v. Faulkner, decided on 2nd August, 1901, 
by the Court of Appeal in England; 
whether he is aware that in the former 
case the court held that, under the Fine 
Arts Copyright Act, 1861, the court were 
bound to affix a separate penalty in the 
case of every infringement, and damages 
of one farthing were inflicted for every 
copy of a newspaper printed in which 
appeared a small copyright design, and 
that these penalties amounted to about 
£146, whereas in the English case 
referred to the Court of Appeal held that 
Section 6 of the Copyright Act referred 
to did not enable the court to assess 
damages amounting to money of the 
realm for each offence ; and whether Mr. 
Attorney General will advise the Govern- 
ment to introduce legislation to assimilate 
the construction of the provisions of the 
Fine Arts Copyright Act of 1881 in 
England and Ireland. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 


IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): My attention has been 
called to the matter referred to. It is 


quite possible that the last-mentioned 
case may be taken to the House of Lords, 
and the law on this point finally settled. 
It is therefore premature to make any 
promise of legislation on this subject. 


THE BREHON LAWS. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state what progress has 
been made with the publication of the 
fifth and sixth volumes of the Brehon 
Laws, whether the remaining sheets and 
index have been finally revised, and 
whether the volumes will be issued, as 
promised, before the end of the summer. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
About 100 pages of Vol. 5 await a final 
revision. The remaining pages (some 
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500) and the index have Leen passed for 
press. The glossary referred to as a 
sixth volume is completed with the 
exception of eight pages of print, which 
have not yet been revised. I have not 
given, and cannot give, any promise on 
the subject of the date of completion of 
the work; but there is no reason to 
suppose that its publication. will be 
deterred much longer. 


Questions. 


SNEEM PIER, KERRY. 


{COMMONS} 
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;not live at Inniskeen, but at Dundalk, 
‘eight miles distant, if he will appoint 
someone that will be able to give their 
entire time to the duties of the office. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Several questions on this subject put by 
the hon. Member have already been 
answered giving full information as to 
| the reasons for declaring the Inniskeen 
‘office vacant. The occurrence of the 
| 21st December last did not form the 





Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief | sole or principal cause of the action taken, 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can now state if the 
difficulties in connection with the erection 


of a goods store on Sneem Pier, county | 


Kerry, have been removed, and whether | 


the construction of the store can be pro- | 
ceeded with immediately ; and whether | 
he can state what steps have been taken | 
to place a buoy in the position agreed | 


upon near the pier. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Congested | 
Districts Board has given instructions 
to have a buoy placed near the pier. 
As regards the first paragraph, I recently 
stated that I had referred the matter 
to one of the Board’s inspectors, who | 
would take a suitable opportunity of | 
inquiring into the position of affairs. 
When his report is received the question 
will be further considered. 


INNISKEEN POSTMASTERSHIP. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that Mr. Fitzpatrick, 
of Inniskeen, was dismissed from the 
position of postmaster at Inniskeen | 
owing to alleged intemperance in the 
post office on behalf of the friends of | 
Mr. Fitzpatrick, and that a declaration 
has been sworn by two _ respectable 
persons that no drink was consumed on 
the post office premises on the 21st 
December last, and whether he will | 
take steps to clear the character of 
Fitzpatrick and his family ; whether he | 
can now state how it was that Mr. S. | 
Lockington, the present mga 
was enabled to apply for the office, 


while the late postmaster did not know | 
of his dismissal until the workmen came, 
to take away the wires ; 
present 


and as the 


postmaster, Lockington, does 
| 


|which was grounded on the intemper- 
/ance and generally unsatisfactory con- 
|duct of the persons carrying on the 
duties of the office, and the affidavit in 
question furnished no reason for re- 
opening the question. As already stated 
in answer to the hon. Member’s previous 
questions, the appointment of sub-post- 
master at Inniskeen has not yet been 
filled. The person in whose charge the 
duties have been temporarily placed is 
not Mr. S. Lockington but Mr. W. 
Corrigan, whose premises were selected 


| because they were the most convenient 
'that could be found in the emergency. 
|The duties at Inniskeen are not sufficient 


to justify the department in insisting 
on the person appointed giving his 


| whole time to the service. 


| IRISH-SPEAKING CLERKS IN THE POST 


OFFICE. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that considerable delay is 
occasioned in the delivery of letters 
addressed in Irish, in the country 
districts of the county Cork, owing to 
the non-appointment of sorting clerks 
possessing a knowledge of Irish ; and 
whether steps will be taken to insure that 
at least one sorting clerk in each postal 
district in the county Cork (including 
Midleton) shall be acquainted with the 
Irish language. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
complaints on this subject appear to 
have been reported to the General Post 
Office in London ; but in any case, the 
Postmaster General does not consider 
it necessary to take special steps to 
ensure that a knowledge of the Irish 
language shall be possessed by persons 
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employed in the post office in Ireland. | the subject not having been completed. 


He has given instructions that in the | 
event of a letter in lrish passing through | 
an office where it can be deciphered, the 
address shall be translated into English 
and the letter sent on to its destinat‘on. 


CapTaINn DONELAN : Am I to under- 
stand that no steps will be taken to 
secure the due delivery of letters ad- 
dressed in Irish ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
hon. Gentleman is not to understand 
that. But the Postmaster General does 
not think it necessary to insist that post 
office officials should be able to speak 
Trish. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Then 
what steps are to be taken to ensure that 
letters addressed in Irish are delivered ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think that very few who write Irish 
cannot also write English. 


An Hon. Member: Why should they 
not address letters in Irish ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : For 
the convenience of the public and of the 


Post Office. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Have | 
you not ‘appointed Welsh-speaking 
officials in the Welsh post office ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Captain DONELAN: Surely Irish- 
men are entitled to address letters in 
their own language. 


ROSSCARBERY MAILS. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any steps are being taken for | 
transmitting the mid-day mails to 
Rossearbery on their arrival at Clona- 
kilty. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 
Postmaster General regrets that he is | 
still unable to come to a decision on the | 
question of establishing a day mail | 
service to Rosscarbery, the inquiries on 


As soon as he is in a position to do so 
he will communicate his decision to the 
hon. Member. 


IRISH POSTMEN AND BANK HOLIDAYS. 
Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will explain why Irish rural 
postmen are not allowed the same privi- 
leges as English and Scotch rural post- 
men in the matter of the shortening of 
the hours of duty on bank holidays. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
I do not understand in what respect 
the hon. Member thinks that the English 
and Scotch rural postmen enjoy greater 
privileges than the Irish. If he will be 
good enough to give me particulars in 
writing, I will have inquiry made into 
the matter. 


PACIFIC CABLE BOARD. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the proceedings 
in connection with the formation of the 
Pacific Cable Board ; whether this Board 
entered into any contract respecting the 
construction of the cable before any 
resolution of Parliament or other sanc- 


‘tion w s obtained ; and was any money 


paid in the nature of instalments before 
sanction of Parliament was obtained ; 
and, if so, was this action taken with the 
sanction of the Treasury represen- 
tatives on the Board ; and what expla- 
nation of these proceedings can the 
Treasury offer to the House. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): The Treasury and the Agents 
General of the several colonies interested 
entered into a contract with the Tele- 
graph Construction and Maintenance 
Company for the construction and laying 


| of the Pacific cable before the sanction 


of Parliament was obtained. This was 
in accordance with the regular practice 


| with regard to contracts involving sub- 


sidies to telegraph companies or payments 
to steamship companies for the con- 
veyance of mails. The exceptional fea- 
ture in this case was that the first instal- 
ment of payments under the contract fell 
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due, and therefore had to be paid, before | 
the payment was sanctioned by Parlia- | 
ment. When the contract was agreed | 
to I had every reason to anticipate that | 
we should be able to submit it to the 

judgment of the House before this instal- 

ment fell due, but this proved to be im- 

possible owing to the congestion of busi- 

ness in the early part of the session. 

I take the entire responsibility for what 

occurred, but I think my action in 

accepting the contract was perfectly 

justified, because prices of materials were 

rising so much at the time that, if we | 
had not accepted the contract when we 

did, we should probably have incurred | 
a considerable loss in the price of the | 
cable. 


Message from 


OFFICE OF WOODS AND FORESTS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord | 
of the Treasury whether, in view of 
the fact that there has been no oppor- 
tunity of discussing the Vote for the 
Office of Woods and other administrative 
questions of special interest to Wales, 
early facilities will be afforded for the | 
discussion of those questions in the 
course of next session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. | 
Gentleman will readily recognise that I 
can give no pledge with regard to the 
course of business next session, but if 
there be any desire of the kind suggested 
by him, I shall be very glad to consider it. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: The right 
hon. Gentleman made a similar promise 
earlier in the’session, and representations 
have been made to him from time to 
time through the usual official channels, | 
but, unfortunately, have not met with 
success. I hope we may have better 
fortune next session. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- | 
shire, Arfon): Having regard to the im- | 
portance attaching to Crown lands and) 
foreshores in Wales, and the fact that 
non-party conferences have been recently 
held to discuss them, will the right hon. | 
Gentleman give his pertonal consideration | 
to this Vote early next session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he quite | 
appreciated the desire of the hon. Gentle- | 
man. | 





{COMMONS} 








the Lords. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: What is 


the business for to-morrow 2? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The House 
will, I presume, according to precedent, 
meet at 10 o’clock to-morrow morning 
to read the Appropriation Bill a third 
time and to dispose of the remaining 
stages of outstanding Bills, and meet 
again at four o'clock in the afternoon 
for prorogation. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That the Standing Orders cf 
this House, as amended, be printed. 
[No. 368. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Agricul- 
tural Rates Act, 1896, ete., Continu- 
ance Bill; East India Loan (Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures) 
Bill ; Registration of Births and Deaths 
Bill; Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children Bill; Local Government (Ire- 
land) Bill ; Congested Districts Board 
(Ireland) Bill; Pacific Cable Bill; 
Colonial Acts Confirmation Bill ; Cus- 
toms Duties (Isle of Man) Bill; Burgh 
Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply 
(Scotland) Bill ; Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance Bill; Public Works Loans Bill; 
Light Railways (No. 2) Bill; Valuation 
(Ireland) Bill; Fisheries (Ireland) Bill, 


without amendment. 


That they have agreed to Amend- 
ments to—Marriages Legalisation Bill 
[Lords]; Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [Lords] ; 
Public Libraries Bill [Lords], without 


amendment. 


Early Closing of Shops. — That 
they communicate Copy of Report 
from the Select Committee appointed 
by their Lordships in the present 
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session of Parliament to inquire into 
the length of the hours of labour 
in shops ; and whether any and, if so, 
what steps should be taken to diminish 
them, together with the Minutes of 
Evidence, Proceedings of the Committee, 
ete., as desired by this House. 


Betting —That they communicate 
Copy of Report from the Select 
Committee appointed by their Lord- 
ships in the present Session of 
Parliament to inquire into the in- 
crease of public betting amongst all 
classes, and whether 


checking the abuses occasioned thereby, 
together with the Minutes of Evidence, 
Proceedings of the Committee, ete., 
as desired by this House. 

That they request that this House 
will be pleased to communicate to their 
Lordships Copies of the Reports from 
the Select Committees appointed by 
this House in the present Session of 
Parliament on— 

1. Steam Engines and Boilers (Per- 

sons in Charge) Bill ; 

2. Steamship Subsidies ; 

3. National Gallery (Purchase of 

Adjacent Land) Bill ; 
together with the Proceedings of the 
Committees and Minutes of Evidence, 
ete. 


Printed copies to be communicated 
accordingly. 
PRIVILEGE—THE GLOBE NEWSPAPER 
AND IRISH MEMBERS. 
Order for the attendance of the 
Editor and Publisher of the Globe News- 
paper [15th August] read. 


Mr. GeEorGE ELLIOT ARMSTRONG, the 
Editor, and Mr. WILLIAM THOMAS MADGE, 
the Publisher, of the Globe newspaper, 
were called in and examined, in relation 
to the Article complained of. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Mr. Armstrong, | 
believe you are the editor of the Globe 
newspaper / 


Mr. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Mr. Madge, I think 


you are the publisher ? 


ARMSTRONG: I am. 


Mr. Mapce: I am, Sir. 


{16 AuGust 1901} 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: I have to inform 
/you that yesterday there were brought 
‘under the notice of the House some 
passages in an article in the Globe of 
Wednesday last, and that after due 
consideration the House came to the 
‘resolution that such passages were a 
|gross breach of the privileges of this 
House, and an order was made for your 
attendance at the Bar. I have to ask 
you, Mr. Armstrong, and afterwards you, 
| Mr. Madge, whether you have anything 
| to offer to the House by way of explana- 
| tion or excuse for your offence. 


“ Globe” Newspaper. 


any legislative | 
measures are possible and expedient for | 


Mr. ARMSTRONG: Sir, in obedience 
| to your direction I appear at the Bar of 
this honourable House, and, in deference 
to your decision. I beg to express my 
‘regret for the appearance of the article 
which appeared in the Globe of Wednes- 
day last, and to apologise to this House. 


Mr. Mapce: Sir, I can only assc- 
ciate myself with the observations of Mr. 
Armstrong and apologise to the House 
of Commons for my share in the publica- 
tion of the article in question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Unless the House has 
other directions to give, I suggest that 
the persons at the Bar should now 
retire until the House has considered 
the matter. Let them retire. 


[Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Madge then 
| withdrew. ] 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I conceive that after what has 
occurred the proper course the House 
should now adopt, following precedent 
in this matter, is to pass a resolution 
that Mr. Speaker do censure the editor 
and publisher of the Globe newspaper 
for the breach of the privileges of this 
House which they have committed and 
for which they have apologised, and I 
therefore beg to move :—* That this 
House, while recognising that Mr. George 
Elliot Armstrong, the Editor, and Mr. 
William Thomas Madge, the Publisher, 
of the Globe newspaper, have disclaimed 
any intention of imputing corrupt 
motives to any Members of Parliament ” 
—{Cries from Nationalist Members: ‘‘ No, 
no, they have not said so.”’] Perhaps I 








1191 


I should alter the form of the motion 
and say “ have apologised to this House 
for the breach ot the privileges of this 
House of which they have been guilty, 
is of opinion that the said George Elliot 
Armstrong and William Thomas Madge 
have committed a breach of the privileges 
of this House by the publication of an 
article in the Globe newspaper of the 
14th instant headed * Irish Rowdies,’ and 
that they be called in and reprimanded 
by Mr. Speaker for the breach of privi- 
lege they have committed.” 


Privilege—The 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House, while recognising 
that Mr. George Elliot Armstrong, the 
Editor, and Mr. William Thomas Madge, 
the Publisher, have apologised and ex- 


{COMMONS} 
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| They have not done so, and the First 
| Lord of the Treasury has felt himself 
constrained to alter the terms of the 
motion he came down to the House 
ready to move. I confess I regret that 
the task I am now fulfilling was net 
undertaken by the Leader of the House 
himself, I think, if he will allow me 
respectfully to say so, that when these 
gentlemen did not at the bar of the 
House fulfil what evidently was his idea 
of the necessities of the case, according 
to the terms of his own motion, it was 
his duty to have taken some action which 
would have compelled the complete 
withdrawal and disclaimer by these 
gentlemen. Under these circumstances 
I must leave the House of Commons to 
|decide for itself what further action 





pressed their regret for the article im-| should be taken. For my part I must 
pugned, is of opinion that Mr. George | be allowed to express the opinion that, 
Elliot Armstrong and Mr. William | if these gentlemen are not compelled 
Thomas Madge have committed a breach | to come to the bar and specifically with- 
of the Privileges of this House in the| draw the statements which they made 
publication of the article in the Globe | affecting the honour of certain Members 
newspaper of the 14th instant headéd | of this House, I for one would regard the 
‘Irish Rowdies,’ and that they be called | whole of these proceedings as little better 
in and reprimanded by Mr. Speaker for | than a mockery, and, indeed, something 
the breach of Privilege which they have | almost amounting to insult to Members 
committed.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) |on these benches. As I have said, it is 
| painful to me to refer to the matter 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | gain. I put this view before the House 

I think what has occurred and the | of Commons, and I leave it so. I will 
necessity the First Lord of the Treasury | not move any amendment to the motion 
has had to revise and alter the terms of the First Lord of the Treasury. If 
of the motion he has now moved shows | the House of Commons, having unani- 


conclusively that something further | ™mously decided that this was a gross 





will be required by the House of Com- | breach of privilege, and having unani- , 


mons. I can assure the House that [| mously called on these gentlemen to 
had no idea that there would be any | come to the bar, is satisfied with the 
necessity for me to intervene at all this | bald apology which was given, and is 
afternoon. I fully expected that an _ satisfied with the refusal of these gentle- 
apology and a withdrawal would be | men to withdraw their statements, then 
made on the part of the gentlemen who | I say the shame and the dishonour will 
were called to the bar ; and I can assure | rest on the House of Commons. 

the House that I am exceedingly pained | 

that I have again to touch this matter; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
at all. But, Sir, it must be evident to|if the hon. Gentleman took objection 
the fairness of the House of Commons | to the kind of words used by the persons 
that something more must be done in the | at the bar. the proper time to have made 
matter. The First Lord of the Treasury | objection would have been while they 
clearly had the same view of what would | were there, in order that they might 
occur that I had myself, for he framed |then and there be cross-examined as to 


his motion on the supposition that these 
gentlemen, having been adjudged by the 
House guilty of a gross breach of its privi- 
leges, would come forward and withdraw 
the offensive statements they have made 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


whether they had gone far enough to 
satisfy the House. What these gentle- 
men have done was to express their 
regret and to apologise. I infer from 
that that they withdraw. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Why did 


you change your resolution then ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
change in the substance of the resolution. 
My view still is that when anybody 
apologises and expresses regret for some- 
thing he has said or done, that does 
earry with it by implication, by inevitable 
implication, the withdrawal of the charge. 
But if there be any doubt on that point, 
the proper way is to order them to come 
back, and that will settle the question. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fiteshire, E.) : I must 
say that I have never heard, and I should 
think very few people in this House have 
ever heard, a more meagre and inade- 
quate apology for a grave offence against 
the dignity of this House. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the persons at 
the bar expressed their regret. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And apolo- 
gised. 
Mr. ASQUITH: And _ apologised. 


At any rate, I think it has always been 
the practice of the House, and it should 
be the practice of the House, to demand 
in a case of this kind not only an apology 
but a withdrawal,“and a withdrawal as 
explicit as the apology itself. I think 
the House would do well to accede to the 
suggestion the right hon. Gentleman 
has made, and to have these persons 
summoned back to the bar in order 
clearly to understand whether they do 
or do not withdraw the imputation. 


CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
think they made a most meagre apology. 
They said, Mr. Speaker, that in deference 
to your opinion they apologised. Since 
Midshipman Easy apologised to the 
bo’sun, there has never been a worse 
apology given. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of 
the House that Mr. Armstrong and Mr. 
Madge be summoned again to the bar ? 
Then let them be brought in. 


Ordered,That Mr. Georae Ettiot Arm- 
STRONG and Mr. WILLIAM THoMAS MADGE 
be again called in. 


VOL. XCIX. 


[FourTH Sertxs.] 
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And they were again called in, and 
were addressed by Mr. SPEAKER as 
followeth :— 


“ Globe” Newspaper. 


I have to inform you that this House 
is not satisfied with the terms of your 
statement or apology, and finds them 
not sufficiently explicit ; and desires to 
be informed categorically whether or no 
you, both of you, disclaim the charges 
made in the article in question, and 
entirely withdraw them. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG: Sir, I regret very 
much indeed the interpretation which 
this honourable House has placed upon 
the article which appeared in the Globe 
of Wednesday last, and, if I may be 
allowed to do so, I repeat the explanation, 
or rather I adhere to the explanation, 
given in our article of yesterday, and 
that explanation is tantamount to a 
withdrawal. [I also, in order to make the 
point absolutely clear, do withdraw that 
statement, and I do so while expressing 
great regret that the House should have 
placed that interpretation upon my 
words. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Do you, Mr. Madge, 
desire to add anything ? 


—— 


Mr. MapnaGeE: No, Sir. 


“Mr. SPEAKER: I may point out to 
you both that the House considered 
yesterday the article in yesterday’s issue 
of the Globe to which you have referred, 
and came to the conclusion that that 
was not a satisfactory or correct ex- 
planation of the article of Wednesday ; 
and the opinion of the House was that 
the article of Wednesday’s issue did con- 
tain a distinct charge of corruption 
against Members of this House, and that 
was the meaning of the statement in 
the resolution of which I have informed 
you that you had committed a high 
breach of the privileges of this House. 
Therefore, without reference to any- 
thing that may have appeared in Thurs- 
day’s issue of the Globe, I must ask you 
to state now at the bar of this House 
categorically whether you do or do not 
withdraw the imputation which the 
House has decided was contained in the 





_ | article of Wednesday. 
2Y 
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Mr. ARMSTRONG : I do, Sir. | The said Mr. Georce ELLior Arm- 

STRONG and Mr. WILLIAM THOMAS MADGE 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Mr. Madge, I ask were again called in and reprimanded 
you also. by Mr. SPEAKER, as followeth :— 


Mr. Mader: I must, Sir. | The House. having considered the 
fa — = disclaimer and withdrawal which it has 
*Mr. SPEAKER: There must be no : 


“ee 4: heard from you, has come to this _resolu- 
quibbling over words, and no trifling | tion.“ That this House, while recog- 
with the House. You must say whether | nising that Mr. George Elliot Armstrong, 
you do withdraw it categorically, in the the Editor, and Mr. William Thomas 
sense I have stated, or you must decline. Madge, the publisher, have disclaimed 
any intention of imputing corrupt 
motives to any Members of Parliament, 
and have withdrawn every such charge, 
is of opinion that the said Mr, George 
Elliot Armstrong and Mr. William 
Thomas Madge have committed a breach 
of the Privileges of this House in the 
publication of the article in the Globe 
newspaper of the 14th instant, headed 
‘Irish Rowdies,’ and that they be called 
in and reprimanded by Mr. Speaker for 
the breach of Privilege which they have 
committed.”” 


Mr. MADGE (after a pause) : I will. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Do you accept the 
interpretation I have put to you, and do 
you withdraw that statement ? 


Mr. ManceE: I said, Sir, I will; I do, 
Sir. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does any hon. 
Member wish to say anything further 
before they withdraw from the bar, or 
to suggest any question that I should 


put? Then they may withdraw. , In accordance with that resolution, 


it is my duty to convey to you the 
Mr. ARMSTRONG and Mr. Mapce then | judgment and censure of the House ; 
withdrew. and in so doing I must remind you that 
ithe dearest treasure of this House is its 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I need not | reputation for the pure and unspotted 
make the motion again, but I should discharge of its legislative duties, and it 
prefer, if the House desires it, without deeply resents any imputation whatever 
unnecessary formalities, to move the | made upon that reputation. It is espe- 
motion in the form in which I originally | cially sensitive to any imputation or 


drafted it. accusation of that kind made against 
Members of Private Bill Committees, 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. who in the discharge of their duties, 


which they perform so admirably and 

Resolved nemine contradicente, That so justly, have to deal continually with 
this House, while recognising that Mr. very large pecuniary interests and to 
George Elliot Armstrong, the Editor, | exercise judicial functions in dealing 
and Mr. William Thomas, Madge the! with them. Such an accusation you 
Publisher, have disclaimed any inten-| have made against Members of this 
tion of imputing corrupt motives to any | House. You have not attempted to 
Members of Parliament, and have with- | justify it, nor have you given any satis- 
drawn every such charge, is of opinion | factory excuse or explanation of it, but 


that the said Mr. George Elliot Arm-| you have done all that was left for you. 


strong and Mr. William Thomas Madge to do, that is, you have unreservedly 
have committed a breach of the Privi- | disclaimed any intention of committing 
leges of this House in the publication of | 4 breach of the Privileges of this House, 
the article in the Globe newspaper of the | and you have withdrawn any charges 
14th instant, headed “ Irish Rowdies,” | wee 4 ear taery ; : 
and that they be called in and repri-| YOU "®ve Made. binder tose cireun 
manded by Mr. Speaker for the breach | Stances the House does not purpose to 
of Privilege which they have committed. | proceed further against you, except to 
—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) reprimand you for your conduct, and 











accor 
do r 
offen 


Th 


Or 
by \ 
Jour 
Balfc 


CO] 


Co1 
withc 
third 
clock. 


FACT 
AM 
BIL 


Loi 


*SIR 
shire, 
this 
showe 
Bills 
sessio: 
work 
drafts 
Office 
be su 
been 
When 
rapidi 
seriou 
even 1 


Am 


Lor 
18 :-—. 


Mr. 
under 
tary i 
had r 
place. 
hon. ( 
there 
those 
excuse 








1196 


ARM- 
[ADGE 
nded 


the 
t has 
solu- 
"ecog- 
rong, 
omas 
limed 
rrupt 
nent, 
arge, 
eorge 
liam 
reach 
1 the 
Globe 
esaded 
called 
xr for 
have 


ition, 
1 the 
ouse ; 
| that 
is its 
otted 
nd it 
tever 
espe- 
mn or 
yainst 
ttees, 
uties, 
- and 
with 
id to 
aling 
you 
this 
d to 
satis- 
, but 
r you 
vedly 
iting 
louse, 
arges 
rcum- 
se to 
pt to 
and 








119% = Factory and Workshop 


accordingly in the name of the House I 
do reprimand you for your action and 
offence. 


Then they were directed to withdraw. 


Ordered, That the Reprimand delivered 
by Mr. Speaker be entered upon the 
Journals of this House.—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without amendment; to be read the 
third time to-morrow, at ten of the 
clock. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered. 


_ Lords’ Amendment, on page 51, line 
12 :— 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) pointed out that 
this and various other Amendments 
showed the danger of passing such a 
Bill so rapidly at this period of the 
session. Everyone who knew the late 
work which had been thrown on the 
draftsman and the officials at the Home 
Office in connection with the Bill would 
be surprised that so few mistakes had 
been made as appeared to be the case. 
When Bills were passed with such 
rapidity it was impossible to avoid very 
serious slips, and he was afraid that 
even now other slips would be discovered. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lords’ Amendment, on page 58, line 
18 :— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said the 
undertaking given by the Home Secre- 
tary in regard to Irish home industries 
had not been carried out in another 
place. He was aware that the right 


hon. Gentleman was most anxious that 
there should be no interference with 
those industries, and he believed the 
excuse given was that the section under. 
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which exemptions by way of Orders 
might be given was sufficient to meet 
the case. But when the Bill was before 
the House there was an almost unani- 
mous concensus of opinion that some 
change was necessary, and that change 
had not been made. 


*The SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuikz, Croydon) said the hon. Member 
was altogether mistaken in saying that 
he proposed to give legislative recog- 
nition to the exemptions in question. 
He simply undertook to consider whether 
anything could be done in another place. 
On very carefully reading the Bill it was 
found that one of the clauses gave the 
Home Secretary full power to deal with 
any small industry in any way he thought 
advisable, and he did not consider any 
further relaxation should be made. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lords’ Amendment on sixth schedule, 
page 100, line 25 :— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he could not see 
what advantage was gained by the 
addition of the words after “ supplied 
by way of trade.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the objection 
taken when the schedule was last before 
the House was that, as then worded, 
it would apply to a factory lighting its 
own office. It was clearly not the inten- 
tion of the Government that that should 
be so, and therefore other words had been 
inserted. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Remaining Lords’ Amendments agreed 
to. 


*Ma. RITCHIE: I think it is only 
due that I should express my apprecia- 
tion of the extraordinary devotion, 
energy, and skill which has been dis- 
played in respect of this particularly 
heavy undertaking by all the officials 
of the Home Office. 


2Y2 
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*Sir_ CHARLES DILKE said that the 
work in connection with this Act had 
been done with a rapidity which was 
little short of miraculous. 


Mer. J. P. O'CONNOR j(Liverpool, 
Scotland) thought very great credit was 
due to,the whole Department for the 
extraordinary courtesy and ability which 
they had displayed. Personally he ex- 
pressed his thanks to the right hon. 
Gentleman for his courtesy, and he had 
displayed extraordinary skill in piloting 
this Bill througu all its stages. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin {County, N.) 
suggested to the President of the Board 
of ‘Trade that he might consider the 
advisability of having a sufficient number 
of copies of the Act printed, so as to havea 
copy placed in every library connected 
with workmen’s institutes in the United 
Kingdom. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Every hon. Member 
of this House by putting his name down 
can receive a considerable number of 
copies, and perhaps in this way the object 
of the hon. Member may be attained. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Order for Committee read. 


*Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce HamiLTon, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The three financial state- 
ments with which I have to deal are 
associated with a period of continuous 
agricultural misfortune and depression in 
Western India. A drought unequalled 
in its dimensions, intensity, and dura- 
tion, has throughout this period afflicted 
Bombay and the Central Provinces, 
causing a distress and loss and deprecia- 
tion of agricultural credit and property 
which have not, so far as we know, 
been equalled during the last century. 
Putting for a moment on one side the 
misery, the privation, and the mortality 
inflicted upon humanity alone by this 
awful visitation, the property lost to the 
agricultural community in Western 
India is estimated to be not less than 
£50,000,000 sterling. India has few 
large industries other than agricultural, 
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and the largest of her industrial enter- 
prises is the production and manufacture 
of cotton. This industry is situated 
in the midst of the afflicted districts, 
and has suffered accordingly. It is no 
exaggeration to say that in many parts 
of the province of Bombay during the 
greater part of this distress all private 
employment ceased, and the whole of the 
labouring classes were thrown upon the 
shoulders of the Government. In accor- 
dance with the pledge I repeatedly gave 
in this House, that the whole administra- 
tive machinery and financial credit of the 
Government of_India should be fully 
exercised in saving life and relieving 
distress, a gigantic task and expenditure 
were thrown upon the financial system 
and credit of India. 


There were many Members in this 
House who doubted if the resources of 
India were capable of sustaining this 
burden, and who, in their anxiety that 
there should be no miscarriage of relief 
from want of funds, pressed upon me the 
advisability of a large grant from the 
[mperial Exchequer as an_essential aid 
to the Indian Treasury. The relief 
expenditure has been very great, but | 
am glad to be able to say that, while not 
a single demand from any local authority 
has been refused, we have been able to 
meet it without difficulty from our own 
resources. Taking the cost of direct 
relief and the loss to the revenue during 
the three years in question, they amount 
to £10,044,000, and, if we add to this the 
temporary burden thrown on _ cash 
balances from loans and advances,’ we 
arrive at a total sum of £15,171,000, 
which for famine relief alone had to be 
found by the Indian Exchequer. Under 
conditions such as these, it will be 
imagined by many that the statements 
I have to make must, so far as the balance 
of expenditure and income are concerned, 
necessarily be unsatisfactory, and that, 
even assuming that this vast additional 
expenditure could&be met, without a 
permanent depreciation of credit, still it 
must have disorganised, for the three 
years in which it occurred, the equili- 
brium of Indian finance. I am glad to 
be able to dissipate, at the outset of my 
statement, any such anticipation. Since 
the territories of the East India Company 
passed over to the authority of the Crown 
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I doubt if any Secretary of State has been 
able to make a more satisfactory state- 
ment than it will fall to my lot to unfold. 
The surpluses of income over expendi- 
ture, including all cost for famine relief, 
are large, continuous, and progressive. 
We have had certain windfalls to assist 
us, but the most interesting features of 
the figures that I have to deal with are 
that they show that, notwithstanding 
the great losses and depreciation of 
agriculture in the West, taking India as 
a whole, the vast community within its 
borders have progressed and prospered, 
and there has been a distinct economic 
advance. The fact is that the great 
peninsula of India is not a country, but 
a continent, and the 300,000,000 inhabi- 
tants it contains are not one nation, but 
many nations, races, and communities, 
widely differing one from another, and 
living under dissimilar climates and 
physical divergencies, and such is the | 
law of compensation that it almost | 
invariably follows that the loss in one | 
province and the distress of one com- 
munity is the gain and benefit of those | 
in other parts of the peninsula. | 
I shall, no doubt, be told in the ensuing | 
debate that my figures are optimistic, | 
that my survey of Indian finance and | 
India’s economic condition is superficial | 
and rosy, and that my figures are | 
cunningly manipulated to hide the. 
increased impoverishment, if not the 
insolvency, of India. These comments 
are the reply that is annually made in 
certain quarters to the official state- 
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figures are statistically correct, my review 
of the economic and material progress of 
India is thoroughly fallacious,that I fasten 
upon a few extraneous incidents and 
inflate them to the glorification of British 
rule in India, but that I ignore the inner 
life of the great mass of the community, 
who are steadily under our processes 
becoming more and more impoverished. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, {Camborne): 
No, no. 


*LorpD G. HAMILTON: Well, Sir, on 
that point I will only make this one 
remark. The test by which I judge of 
India’s material advancement or retro- 
gression are not my own, nor those of the 
Indian Government. They are the eco- 
nomic tests universally accepted and 
applied to all civilised nations. Year 
after year the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in his annual statement upon 
Great Britain’s finance and industrial 
condition, applies certain criteria as to 
the country’s prosperity. If he can show 
that the general powers of consumption 
and production of the community, the 
deposits in ths banks, the average wages 
in town and country, the intake of taxa- 
tion, the proceeds of dutiable articles— 
if he can show that all these in combina- 
tion are satisfactory, it is accepted as 
unmistakable evidence that the com- 
munity is advancing and prosperous. If 
the test be a sound one here, it cannot be 
the reverse in India. If this test he 


ments of facts and figures connected with ; accepted in the case of this country, it 
India’s financial progress. I am no! should not be disputed in the case of 
optimist. My tendency is to inflate) India. I care not what test you apply 
rather than contract the difficulties I see jn order to ascertain whether India is 
ahead ; and this characteristic as years jmproving or deteriorating, provided it 
advance grows rather than diminishes. | jg one that is accepted and in universal 





This is the twelfth annual statement that, | 
in the course of my political life, I have 
had the honour to make on behalf of the 
Indian Government. On every occasion 
certain of my critics have questioned the 
accuracy of my figures, which they 
allege are founded more on official 
optimism than actual facts and reliable | 
forecast. On every occasion in the| 
course of the next twelve months the | 
actual figures of the closed accounts, as 
opposed to my estimate, have been more 
favourable than my anticipation. But 
then it may be urged that, even if my 





‘ 


use amongst other civilised nations ; but 
I wish to enter my protest against the 
assertion, not infrequently made by 
those unable to disprove our statements, 
that India is a country so peculiarly 
organised and constituted that she is to 
be exempt from the tests and criteria 
which are universally applied to all other 
civilised communities. For the year 
1899-1900 the charge for famine ex- 


penditure, exclusive of loans, was 
£3,442,000, but the revenue was 
so satisfactory that we were able 


to meet the whole of that excep- 
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tional charge and, at the same| year’s finance is that as regards salt, 
time, to realise a surplus of £2,774,623. | excise, customs, post-office, and _ tele- 
The finance of the next year, 1900-1901, | graphs there is a substantial increase, 
passed through various changes and | and that the railway account is better 
permutations, and caused considerable by £641,000 than was anticipated. 
anxiety to the Indian Finance Minister. There is an important change effected 
Mr. Dawkins was responsible for the in the Mint this year, which is worthy 
Budget, and he was eompelled to esti- | of the notice of the House. It has always 
mate that he would have to meet a direct been the practice in the past to include 
famine charge of £4,648,300, and there- | the profits from the Mint in the ordinary 
fore he did not like to estimate for a revenue of the year. Before the Mints 
larger surplus than £160,000 He anti- | were closed these profits consisted mainly 
cipated, as he had a perfect right to do, | of seignorage, the profits on each rupee 
that he might depend this year upon aj that was coined being small. When 
normal rainfall. Unfortunately, his!the Mints became closed to the public 
anticipations were not realised, and for | sellers of silver, the profits on each rupee 
the third year in succession, and, con- | coined, the exchange value being taken 
trary to all meteorological experience and | at 1s. 4d., were large. The number 
records, drought fastened again on the | coined was small; but in this year the 
very richest part of Western India. It | demand for coined rupees, partly on 
was under these circumstances that || account of famine and partly by a desire 
had last year to make my financial state- | on the part of traders to exchange rupees 
ment. It was clear that there would | for the gold sent to India, became very 
have to be additional provision made for great. The Government had to purchase 
famine relief, and, therefore, knowing | silver largely, and the upshot of the 
that increased expenditure was certain, ‘coinage operations of the year was that 
but being uncertain as to the dimensions we coined no less than 171,000,000 
it might attain, I budgeted for a defi- rupees. The profit is verv large. It 
ciency of £826,000. The famine expen- | amounts to about 26 per cent. of the 
diture did largely increase, and reached | jntrinsic metallic value of the rupee, and 
the large sum of £5,561,000, but I am | this gave a net profit of £3,000,000 
glad to say that so satisfactory was the sterling. No part of this profit has been 
return of the revenue under almost every | credited to revenue. If it had been so 
single head except land revenue that, | realised, the surplus would have been 
now that I have got the final figures | ypwards of £4,500,000. The profits 
for the year, my estimated deficit of | of the amount for this year and subse- 
£826,000 is turned into a surplus of quently have been set aside to form a 
£1,671,000. source of income bya gold reserve fund 
which has been established to give 
Me CAINE: Doe that indade the stability to exchange and security to the 
currency system we have recently esta 
blished in India. If this sum had, in 
accordance with practice, been included 
: the revenue of the year, the surplus of 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON : I was coming India would have amounted to nearly 
to that. We had a windfall this year, | £5,000,000 sterling. In the same twelve 
because a considerable number of troops months, notwithstanding increased taxa- 
were taken off the Indian Establishment tion, the deficit in this country was 
and engaged both in China and South | £53,000,000. 
Africa, and whilst they were so absent| The House is empty, and there is not 
the whole charge of their main-| so large an audience as I had last year. 
tenance was borne by the Imperial I am sorry for it, because I should like 
Government. But, on the other hand, | to bring home to certain gentlemen 
a certain proportion of the saving was the argument which these figures sug- 
expended in re-arming the native troops | gest. Last year, on the discussion of the 
and in various ways in improving the Indian Budget, the First Lord of the 
efficiency of the army that was in India. | Treasury, my right hon. friend the 
The really satisfactory feature of this , Chancellor of the Exchequer, and I had 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


grants in respect of troops employed 
out of India ? 
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to stand almost alone the whole night 
combating the view that a large grant 
should be made from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer for the purpose of helping India 
to meet its famine charges. As I have 
stated, every demand made by the Indian 


Government was acceded to; but if the | 


House had had their way, and £5,000,000 
had been voted to India, it would have 
made little difference as regards famine 
disbursements, but it would have gone 
to swell the large surplus in India and 
to have increased the deficit of my right 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer here. In other words—and 
that is why I am sorry the audience is 
so small—if the House had had their 
way,last year, at a time of exceptional 


financial pressure, they would have put | 


additional taxation on the taxpayers 
of this country in order to add to the 
largest of modern surpluses in India. 
We, certainly I, opposed the grant not 
so much in the interests of the English 
taxpayer as in the interests of India 
herself. If the whole structure of Indian 
finance is becoming stronger and more 
reliable, it has become so under pressure 
and from the knowledge that it must 
be self-sustaining. I quite admit that 
occasions may occur in which it is essen- 
tial that the Imperial Treasury should 
come to the rescue of Indian finance, 
and if, in a moment of unexpected or 
dire emergency, its credit requires sup- 
porting, let the Imperial Exchequer at 
once come to its assistance, but not 
otherwise. 

In ordinarytimes the relations between 
the two Exchequers should be just and 
fair, India, as the weaker partner, getting 
the benefit of any doubt where the 
relative incidence of a common ex- 
penditure is open to question or un- 
certainty. Such are the relations I 
have endeavoured, not without success, 
to establish between the two Treasuries. 
The principles which I have laid down 


in connection with the expenditure | 
connected with military expeditions out- | 


side India have been universally accepted 
and have been in force for some years 
past, and when the Commission upon 
Indian Expenditure, after a long delay, 
reported last year in favour of a con- 
siderable transfer to the Imperial Ex- 
chequer, which had hitherto been borne 
by the revenues of India, the Chancellor 
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(of the Exchequer at once assented to 
| Seat proposition. And, moreover, we 
have established the principle that, 
where there is a difference of opinion 
between the two Exchequers, the question 
|in dispute shall be referred to arbitration. 
I quite admit, in dealing with Eastern 
communities, the great part which 
sentiment and the emotions play in 
framing a policy and giving effect to 
‘it, and, if you like, I will go further and 
say in4aying down the general principles 
which should govern administration. 
But I think everybody will agree with 
| me that if there is one branch of adminis- 
|trative and executive work in which 
sentiment and emotion should find no 
place it is in that of finance. Anyone 
who will take the trouble of reviewing 
the finance of those who have been 
unfortunate in money matters, whether it 
be individuals or communities or nations, 
will find that where they have had 
recourse to sentimental or emotional 
finance it has generally ended first in 
repudiation, and subsequently in bank- 
ruptey. So much for the figures of the 
second year. 

I now come to the third year, in which 
we now are. Sir Edward Law estimated 
for a surplus of £690,900 four months 
back, but the prospects have so improved 

‘by a general increase under all the 
substantial heads of revenue since March 
last that, by the latest telegrams, the 
surplus is raised to £1,824,200. On 
the expenditure side, as compared with 
the preceding year, there is a reduction 
of £3,245,000 of expenditure connected 
with famine. The House will, I am 
sure, be glad to know that the latest 
information as regards the crop prospects 
in India is, on the whole, satisfactory. 


Revenue Accounts. 


| The prices in certain districts are higher, 


and though there is not a large diminu- 
tion at present in the numbers on relief 
‘in Bombay, their physical condition is 
reported as good. I think we may con- 
fidently expect that there will be nothing 
approaching to famine in any part of 
India during the present financial year, 
| but the districts which have so sorely 
suffered during the past three or four 
| years will require close watching and, 
possibly, careful nursing. There is an 
‘increase in the Army expenditure of 
| £1,982,000. This may be divided into 
‘two sums of almost equal dimensions, 
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one of which represents the increased 
cost associated with the return of the 
contingents that have been in China and 
South Africa, and the other half will 
be expended on the rearmament of the 
native forces with the most modern 
rifles, the increase of artillery, the im- 
provement of the transport service, a 
large purchase of ordnance stores, and the 
erection of factories in India for the 
manufacture of munitions of war. I 
hope this last experiment will answer, 
and that we shall, as years roll on, be 
less and less dependent on supplies of this 
character from this country. The 
great bulk of this expenditure in con- 
nection with improvements in the service 
is what I may call capital expenditure, 
and will not recur. 


Perhaps it would be well that I should 
explain how we stand with reference 
to ways and means. This year we 
propose to spend, in accordance with our 
usual practice, a large sum upon the 
development of railway communications, 
and we shall be able to meet most of this 
expenditure from our cash balances, 
surplus, and other resources, but it was 
estimated that in order to meet the 
remainder of this expenditure it would be 
necessary to raise a loan of two crores, 
or £1,333,000, in India, and a loan of 
£1,000,000 in this country. It was 
subsequently decided to reduce the rupee 
loan in India to half that amount. My 
financial advisers were of opinion that, 
looking to the magnitude of temporary 
debt in the country, and to the amount 
of railway capital which was proposed 
to be raised, and to the fact that the 
price of India Three per Cent. Stock was 
above par, I should offer for subscription 
£3,000,000 Three per Cent. Stock at the 
price of 98, in place of the £1,000,000 
shown in the Budget. Unfortunately 
the day that we invited tenders for the 
subscription there was a heavy fall in 
American securities. In consequence a 
very large sale of Consols took place, 
with the result that there was a con- 
siderable fall in their price. It became 
clear that we were not likely to realise 
the whole of the loan. The amcunt 
placed was £700,000. Since then we 
have improved our position by the 
increase of the estimated surplus, which is 
better by £1,150,000 than was antici- 
pated. Therefore we stand very much 


Lord G. Hamilton. 
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as we did before. I must of course 
reserve to myself a free hand as to the 
methods by which I may for the re- 
mainder of the year provide the necessary 
ways and means to meet this capital 
expenditure. 


Revenue Accounts, 


In reviewing, therefore, the finance 
of the last three years we find that, 
without additional taxation, the revenue 
of India has met a famine expenditure 
of over £10,000,000, notwithstanding 
wholesale agricultural prostration in 
Western India, as well as depression 
elsewhere in the staple industries of 
cotton, tea, and indigo, and that at the 
end of those three years there is a surplus 
of £6,377,000. These figures show a 
stability and recuperative power in the 
financial system of India which must be 
to many a surprise, if not a revelation. 
The conclusions they force upon us 
cannot be put on one side merely by 
sneers at the optimism of the Secretary 
of State for India, nor can they be recon- 
ciled with the theory that year by year 
and decade by decade the mass of the 
population of India are becoming more 
and more impoverished. If India has 
emerged successfully from the great 
ordeal through which she has recently 
passed it is mainly due to the far-seeing 
policy which the Indian Government 
have for many years adopted in financial 
matters. That policy has been neither 
shortsighted nor niggardly. The Indian 
Government have never attempted to 
increase their revenue by piling up 
taxation. Their policy has been to 
utilise reproductive and _ recuperative 
agencies, such as railroads, canals, irri- 
gation, cheap postal and telegraphic 
communication, and improved agri- 
cultural and industrial processes, and the 
establishment of a sound currency, to 
enlarge the source of India’s production 
and powers of exchange. The task 
has been a long and costly one, and for 
years the return on the financial outlay, 
on the expenditure of effort, and on 
organisation which this policy entailed 
gave few outward signs of growth and 
encouragement. The current of general 
progress has been sluggish, with many 
backwaters, which some of my critics 
have mistaken for the current itself. 
But though slow, so as at times to be 
almost imperceptible, the material "ad. 
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vance has been continuous. ‘The re-; Mr. CAINE: Not at all. 

cuperative powers of which my state- 

ment gives proof mean larger resources| , : iaeel ; 
and greater staying power than before. | LORD G. HAMILTON ‘ But I = 
If twenty years ago we had been com- | he will admit that I have not unfairly 
pelled to pass through such an economic | stated the allegation that is constantly 
convulsion as has for the last five years | 
attacked Bombay, our means of com- | 
munication, our organisation, our re-- Mr. CAINE: 
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made. 


It is hardly worth 


sources, and the powers of endurance 
of the people themselves would have been 
wholly inadequate to sustain the attack, 
and wholesale disaster on a gigantic 
scale must have ensued. I admit that the 
numbers on relief and the loss of cattle 
and crops during the last famine were 
greater than in any preceding visitation 
of which we have record ; but this is due 
not to the increased poverty of the people 
attacked, but to the unprecedented 
dimensions of the drought. There is a 
small school in this country as well as in 
India who are perpetually asserting 


"answering. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: ‘The allega- 
tion is made so often that I should like 
toexamine it. I admit that this question 
of the condition of the people of India 
is one to which we ought to give most 
attention 





Mr. CAINE: Hear, hear. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: As I said, the 


that our rule is bleeding India to death. | evidence points to an improvement of 
Since I have been Secretary of State I |the condition of the people. Although 
have taken great pains to collect and | in parts of India there may have been 
investigate any information or evidence | declension, as regards India generally 
I could obtain, no matter from what | any test that you can apply, whether it 
quarter it came, which by facts, figures, | relates to consumption or production 
or other reliable information tended to | returns, customs, excise, salt tax, rail. 
support this allegation. I admit at once | ways, Post Office deposits, or has regard 
that if it could be shown that India has | to the clothing or food or house equip- 
retrograded in material prosperity under | ment of the great mass of the population, 


our rule we stand self-condemned, and we 
ought no longer to be entrusted with the 
control of that country. But no such 
facts, figures, or evidence have I ever 
been able to obtain. That a section 


of the public both here and in India | 


believe this allegation is clear from their 
constant and unwearied repetition of the 
charge. But this belief is founded not 
on figures, or facts, or economic data, 
but on a plausible syllogistie formula 


ishows that the economic movement of 
‘the last fifty years has been upward and 
/not downward. Sir James Lyall was 
| president of the Famine Commission 
| which inquired into the working of the 
Famine Code in 1897-98, and I specially 
|pressed him to inquire and obtain 
|evidence as to whether the material 
‘condition of the population in the dis- 
| triets which had been afflicted by famine 
‘had, during the last twenty years, 





that they are never tired of repeating. |improved or deteriorated. The recol- 
India, they assert, is a very poor country; | lection of the distress and recent misery 
its poverty is annually increased by the | was vivid in the minds of all who gave 
yearly drain caused by an excess of ex- | evidence ; but he asserted, with the 
ports over imports. This drain is en- | unanimous concurrence of his Commis- 
forced upon India by the necessity of | sion, that, so far as 83 per cent. of the 
yearly meeting the obligations of the | population was concerned, there was 
Government in gold in this country, and | clear and indisputable evidence that their 
as this Government by continual borrow- | condition during the last twenty years 
ing increases these obligations so it | hadimproved. As regards the remaining 
quickens the process of impoverishment. | 17 per cent., composed chiefly of coolies 
I'do not know whether the hon. Gentle- and labourers, he had some doubts 


man the Member for Camborne holds | whether the rise in wages which they 


those views. fi" | received had kept pace with the rise in 
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the price of food. Sir, the Viceroy has 
recently taken the greatest pains to 
ascertain, upon the same data as were 
furnished to the Famine Commission of 
1880, what the average income per head 
of the agricultural population is now as 
contrasted with that twenty years back ; 
and he ascertains that, whereas in 1880 
it was Rs.18 per head, in 1900, notwith- 
standing the increased population, it was 
Rs.20 per head—not a great increase, 
but stillan advance. During the same 
period the income per head of the non- 
agricultural population is estimated to 
have risen from Rs.27 to Rs.30. Passing 
on from individuals to aggregates, the 
total area under cultivation in 1880 
was 194,000,000 of acres; it is now 
217,000,000 of acres, an increase that 
has fully kept pace with the growth of 
the population. But when we turn to 
the yield per acre we see a marked 
improvement ; in 1880, the yield of food 
crops per acre was 730lb., and in 1900, 
840lb. If we turn to the non-agricul- 
tural population there are evident signs 
of continuous improvement. The dis- 
tress of the past five years has mainly 
affected the West of India, in which the 
bulk of India’s manufacturing industries 
are situated ; but I find that, notwith- 
standing the depression during these 
five years, the cotton facotries have risen 
in number from 143 to 186. There has 
been a considerable increase in foundries 
and railway workshops ; jute mills have 
risen from 29 to 33, and imports of 
machinery and of mill work during the 
last five years have increased. Now these 
movements, small as they individually 
are, are all travelling inthesamedirection; 
they all indicate progress. But the in- 
dustry that has made the most impor- 
tant advance during the last five years is 


coal. Twenty years ago the whole output | 


of coal in India was not a million tons. 
Ten years back it was over two million 
tons, in 1898, three years back, it was 
over four million tons, in 1899 five 
million tons, and last year it was over 
six million tons. Up to last year, India 
was an importing country; last year 
she increased her internal consumption 
by half a million tons, and for the first 
time became an exporter of coal. There 
are a number of known coalfields un- 
touched by railways. We are deve- 


loping these by the extension of a new 
Lord G. Hamilton, 
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line which will pass through the part 
of the country where they are located, 
and Ihave very little doubt that in the 
course of a few years, the output of coal in 
India will be doubled. There are enor- 
mous deposits of ironstone in India, and 
much of it is of fine quality but, so far 
as we know, nowhere in the vicinity of 
coal. Still, it is not improbable that 
attempts will be made to start the stee 
industry in India, and, if suceess is asso- 
ciated with such an enterprise, a far- 
reaching impetus would be given to 
Indian trade and manufacture. Now I 
have given a good many figures and 
facts to the House, and if I add to the 
facts I have thus enumerated the con- 
stant import and retention of precious 
metals on a very large scale by India, 
I have produced overwhelming accumu- 
lative evidence to show that the economic 
movement in India is certainly on the 
upward grade. 

Let me deal now with the next allega- 
tion. It is true that the exports of India 
exceed the annual imports, but that does 
not prove that India is yearly becoming 
poorer. In Great Britain our imports 
for many years past have annually 
exceeded our exports. We are the 
ereditors of the world, and the water- 
carriers of the trade of the world, and 
we import the overwhelming mass of the 
food we require and of the raw material 
used by our great industries. Under 
this régime we have prospered and 
become richer decade by decade ; but 
the United States have, during the last 
few years, made phenomenal bounds in 
prosperity. During that period the 
excess of her exports over her imports 
has risen from 100,000,000 dollars in 
1895 to 540,000,000 dollars in 1900. 
Is she the poorer? On the contrary, 
she has so increased her accumulated 
wealth and loanable capital that New 
York is now competing with London as 
one of the financial centres of the world. 
It is clear, therefore, that to base any 
conclusions upon the mathematical test 
of simple subtraction of exports from 
imports, or upon any survey of only the 
external trade of a country, but without 
taking cognisance of the general trade 
of which it is a portion is thoroughly 
misleading. The simple fact that India 
exports more than she imports is no 
proof whatever that she is annually 
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becoming poorer, for the vast increase | paid less and less for increasing advan- 
of the volume of her external trade is/| tages, until at the present moment the 
evidence of industrial development and of |Indian railways are worked at a profit 
increased powers of internal consumption. | and are a source of revenue. The Indian 

Let us now look at the nature of the | railway accounts are so extremely good 
payments made in this country on behalf | that the House will allow me to explain 
of the Indian Government. It is not them. The charge against railway 
tribute or deadweight disbursements ;| revenues, as shown in these accounts, 
it represents in every case payment for includes not only the working expenses 
service rendered, and.service of the most | and interest on all lines open, but also the 
valuable and remunerative character. | interest on all the capital of unfinished 








By tar the largest part of the so-called 
home charges is the interest payable on 
debt and railway capital. These two 
items are practically convertible, for all | 
the debt incurred here for many years | 
past has been for remunerative purposes, | 
the development either of railways or of | 
irrigation. The total capital put into 
the railwaysBis about £200,000,000 | 
sterling, and that connected with large 
irrigation works about £25,000,000 ster- | 
ling. For these purposes we have bor- | 
rowed and continue to borrow, but | 
these borrowings do not impoverish 
India. There are two classess of bor- 
rowers in this world—those who borrow 
because otherwise they cannot meet 
their immediate obligations, and those | 
who borrow in order to improve their 
property and to augment their income. | 
The first are under compulsion to borrow; | 
the second are free agents. India is in 
the latter category. We could stop 
borrowing at once if we thought it 
advisable to do so; but we deliberately 
continue our policy of borrowing because | 
past experience has shown us that the | 
development of the railroads and the | 
irrigation works is a most desirable 
investment for the people of India. The 
indirect benefits that railways have con- 
ferred upon India are so great and indis- 
putable that the sternest .of economists 
have not grudged the annua! charge 
imposed upon the revenues of India for 
the purpose of developing railway enter- 
prise. Twenty years ago the annual | 
charge connected with the railway | 
account on the Indian revenue was | 
£2,000,000 sterling. The railway mile- | 
age then open for traffic in India was | 
about 6,500 miles. The railway mileage 
in working order now is 25,000 miles, 
and, as the system has extended, the | 
charge has become less and less, so that, 
India has annually got the benefit of a | 
larger and larger railway mileage, and) 


| lines. 


| £85,000,000 





In addition to that there is a 
special charge which represents a sinking 


fund for the redemption of debt. which, 


I should think, from a strictly accounting 
| point of view, ought not to be made a 
| charge against the annual receipts. The 
Government of India have the power, 
under the contracts made with the 
| guaranteed companies, of purchasing 
their lines at certain stated intervals, 
and they have the power, it they wish to 
avail themselves of it, of purchasing by a 
terminable annuity which lapses in fifty 
years. A considerable portion of this 
annuity represents the payment of 
capital, and that repayment of capital at 
the present moment amounts to the large 
annual sum of £590,000; and, under 


'the operation of the sinking fund, in 


fifty years the Indian Government will 
acquire possession of a magnificent rail- 
way property, which is now valued at 
sterling, absolutely free 
from debt or any annual charge con- 


‘nected with the payment of interest. 


Bearing in mind this special charge 
against railway receipts, it is interesting 
to note the remarkable improvement 


shown during the last five years in the 


railway accounts. In 1897-98 there was 
a loss on the railway account of £709,000. 
In the next year that loss was reduced 
to £620,000. In the first of the three 
years with which my statement deals 
the whole of this loss was wiped off, and 
there is a profit recorded of £76,000. In 
the next year this profit has increased to 
£156,000. In that year we acquired 
possession of the Great Indian Pen- 
insula Railway, and in consequence of 
this operation of taking over a line and 
stock, the marketable value of which 
was £35,000,000 sterling, a large in- 
crease of the sinking fund had to be made. 
Sir Edward Law, therefore, estimated 
for the next year that, including the 
whole of this increased charge, there 
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would be a deficiency of £164,000 on the | but ought to try to improve it. Lord 
railway account, but the traffic receipts | Curzon and I for some time past have 
of the first four months have been so| been desirous of having the working 
satisfactory that it is now calculated| and organization of our Indian rail- 
that the whole of this estimated loss will | roads investigated and reported upon 
be swept away, and that there will be, | by an outside railway authority. Great 
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after including the whole of the sinking 
fund, a profit of some thousands of 
pounds, 


Mr. CAINE: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman ignore the standing loss of 
£40,000,000 on the Indian railways ? 


LorpG. HAMILTON: That hasnothing 
whatever to do with it. When there 
was a loss on the railroads, of course 
it affected the finances of the year, and 
if the finances of the year had been 
unable to meet that charge and you had 
had to add to the capital value of your 
railways to enable you to meet the 
interest charge, then that figure might 
be taken into account. But that loss 
was met year by year and wiped off, 
and now all we have to do is to deal with 


the interest charges, and, taking these | 


charges into account, the working of 
the railroads gives a profit during the 
past three years. The result of this 
system of borrowing for railways is 
that we have wiped out the annual loss, 
and if we deduct the Sinking Fund, 
which is a charge arbitrarily placed 
against the railway revenues, we find 


that the railway system is not only now | 


costing us nothing, but, in addition to 
all its enormous indirect 
contributing £600,000 a year to the 
Indian Exchequer out of its profits. 


This, then, is the result of the policy | 


which the hon. Gentleman wants to 
prove is placing the Indian Government 


year by year in a worse financial position | 


and ought to be put a stop to. I main- 
tain, on the other hand, that this judi- 


cious system of borrowing has been the | 


salvation, both financially and other- 
wise, of India. If it had not been for the 
great development of railway enterprise 
it would have been absolutely impossible 


for us to have attempted to cope with | 


one tithe of the distress which has been 
caused by the failure of the rains in 
certain parts of India. Aithough the 
working of the railroads is satisfactory, 
I think we ought not yet to be satisfied, 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


benefits, is | 
| road property of India. 


| credit is due to the Public Works Depart- 
| ment for the ability shown in overcoming 
|the great engineering difficulties they 
| have had to encounter; and the con- 
struction, development, and _ general 
administration of railways in India has 
on the whole been crowned with marked 
success. But I have little doubt that a 
railway authority, trained for many 
years to study economy, expedition, 
and cheap carriage, under the pressure of 
competition and the shareholders’ desire 
for dividends, might be able to make 
valuable suggestions as regards the 
working of railways in India. I hope 
I have succeeded in securing the services 
of an expert of very great experience and 
attainments. He should start at once, 
and, before he finally reports, he will 
investigate the railway system in America 
with the view of reporting how far the 
methods that there prevail could with 
|advantage be introduced into India. 
I need not trouble the House with the 
reference which will be given to him 
for his inquiries, beyond stating that his 
attention will be specially directed to- 

wards the development of light rail- 
roads amongst the more densely in- 
habited agricultural districts of India. 
I am hopeful that when that report is 
made we shall be able to take action upon 
it which will add to the value of the rail- 





The other great branch of remuner:- 
tive capital outlay is irrigation. More 
than twenty years ago I presided over 
| a Committee of this House which reported 
upon this subject, and the experience 
that we have since gained has tended 
to confirm the substance of that Report. 
Upon certain conditions, which com- 
| bine a continuous supply of water inde- 
_pendent of the local rainfall, and 
|passing through a country which by 
gravitation permits the transmission 
of water in various directions, the benefits 
'of irrigation and its profits are very 
| great. Excepting the Punjab and Sind, 
|there are few, if any, parts of India 
where this combination is to be found 


'on such a scale as to justify very large 
\ 
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works, or where, if the conditions doj|only has it emerged triumphant from 
exist, they have not been fully utilised. | that ordeal, but it has during that period 
But Iam doubtful if sufficient attention | lightened the strain which India’s econo- 
has been given,to smaller and less | mic system had to sustain. One of the 
ambitious ,works, such as reservoirs, | objects both of the right hon. Gentleman 
tanks, and all those smaller schemes! the Member for East Wolverhampton 
which, according to the climatic and! and myself in promoting the adoption of 
physical conditions of the, country, are a gold currency and standard in India 
calculated to meet local drought. These | was a firm belief that it would, by steady- 
schemes occupy the great intermediate ing exchange, largely increase the flow 
domain belonging to irrigation which | of loanable capital to India, thus develop- 
is to be found between the humble|ing industry and assisting agriculture 
well and the vast distributing works | by lowering the price of money and the 
connected with the large rivers of) rate of interest both in good years and 
India. ,The development of this class | bad years. Amongst the witnesses who 
of irrigation is closely associated with | appeared before the Currency Committee, 
land assessment and famine labour relief} no man spoke with greater knowledge 
works. We must ,be most careful to and authority than Mr. Lindsay, of the 
see that our land revenue system by Bank of Bengal, and he has recently 
unduly assessing such improvements | communicated a memorandum to the 
does not discourage the cultivator from | Finance Minister in India, from which I 
making them, and we can, I think, by | will quote the following pregnant ex- 
financial help or otherwise, encourage | tract— 

local bodies, corporations, and well-to-do r : si 

RD. ete Te s : “A comparison of the rates of interest 
individuals to plan and,promote the ruling in 1899 and 1900 with those in force 
storage and distribution of water during the preceding two years appears to 
in the manner most likely to withstand | indicate that the flow of capital to India 


» particular forms of dr -,}, | allticipated by the Indian Currency Committee 
the particular forms of drought te which | of 1898 has begun ; and, to judge by the com- 


their localities may be liable. Though | parative ease with which the exceptional 
many of the relief works made during | strain caused by the famine of 1900 was met, 


famine are subsequently useful, still | there is reason to believe that, should confi- 


. *1: k + os _..,| dence in the stability of exchange be main- 
their utility at present 18 in no Way’! tained, the existing facilities for the import of 
commensurate to their cost. To bring | foreign capital will be ample to meet all 
together into one focus all forms of | legitimate demands on the short loan market 


irrigation, and lay down, both as regards | ™ India. 
Government work and private effort, | He then points out that there have been, 
rules for their interlacing, encourage-| during the past twenty-five years, three 
ment, and control is a task which we | great famines in India—a famine in 1877, 
propose at once to undertake; and 1} 9 famine in 1897, and a famine in 1900, 
have secured as chairman of a commission | which was the most serious and the 
for this purpose Sir Colin Scott-Moncrieff, longest maintained. The published rate 
whose work in Egypt has been so remark- | of interest averaged in the first year 
able that it has effaced the recollection | g 3 per cent., in 1897 7.9 per cent., but 
of the excellent services which, as an | jn 1900 5.3 percent. So after this I hope 
irrigation officer Many years ago, he | [ shall never be told again that India is 
performed in India. With him will be | too poor a country to bear the luxury of 
associated a revenue and engineering |g gold standard. As I stated before, we 
officer of the highest repute, and a native | coined last year 171,000,000 rupees, and 
gentleman of capacity and administra- | the profit upon this coinage was about 
tive experience. £3,000,000 sterling. No part of this 

But there is an agency as potent as| profit has been credited to the revenue, 
either railways or irrigation in promoting | but it was passed on to the cash balance, 
India’s material progress, whose activi-| and temporarily used as loans to native 
ties, though silent, are ubiquitous and | States and advances to cultivators. As 
never-ceasing, and which demands a such loans are repaid, it is intended to 
word of notice. I refer to our gold|set the proceeds apart for the main- 
currency policy. It has stood the test of | tenance of a gold reserve fund, of which 
three successive adverse years, and not|a part will be held in gold and a part 
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invested. A beginning of investment | examination ; and upon this point I may 
has already been made, £1,000,000 of | say that Sir Antony MacDonnell’s 
gold being sent from India, and about | Report, which is unanimously signed by 
£1,000,000 of Consols have been pur- | all the Commissioners, in no way main- 


chased with the proceeds. But the | 
possession of a gold reserve fund and of 
gold in the Treasury balances and cur- 
rency reserve enables the Government 
to protect India from fluctuations in 
exchange. Formerly, the Government 
could only meet sterling obligations by 
the sale of Council bills to the public, or | 
by borrowing; and it was sometimes | 
necessary to press these Bills on a falling | 
market. Now the Government has a 
third and valuable resource. The 
Government can ease the market by 
sending home gold from its Treasury 
balances, or can draw gold from the 
currency reserve, or from the new gold | 
reserve fund, or the Secretary of State | 
can sell a portion of the invested funds. 
Sir, it has long been recognised that the 
possession of a stock of gold capable of | 
being used in, this way is one of the best 
possible safeguards for maintaining a | 
stable exchange between England and | 
India. On June 30th of this year the | 
gold held by the Indian Government 
was thus located:—Paper currency 
reserve, £5,400,000 ; Treasuries, 
£180,000; gold reserve fund, £1,100,000, 
making a total of about £6,700,000, 
exclusive of £500,000 in the gold reserve 
in England. 

I received a few days back the Report 
of Sir Antony MacDonnell’s Commission 
upon the famine administration of the 
last drought, and this Report also con- | 
tains suggestions relating to the prin-| 
ciples which govern the suspension and 
remission of land revenue during times 
of exceptional distress. The Report is | 
long, able, and unanimous ; and in the | 
course of a short time I hope to be able | 


tains or advances any theory that our 
land assessment is too high. At the 
same time, I readily admit that it may be 
that the rise under resettlement may 
sometimes be too sudden, and that here 
and there assessments may have been too 
high. And it is, further, an undoubted 
fact that the indebtedness of the occupier 
in many places is a serious economic and 
political danger. I do not believe, how- 
ever, that the general rate of assessment 


‘is too high ; on the contrary, compared 
with what it was under native rule, it is 


undoubtedly moderate, and should be 
well within the general paying capacity 
of the cultivator, provided he is free from 
the clutches of the moneylender. If the 


‘indebtedness of the ryot and landowner 


be a serious admitted evil, can we free 
him from its grip and consequences } 
My belief is that this indebtedness largely 
arises from two causes. We have 
strengthened the tenure of the occupier, 
and thus increased the value of the 
security he can offer, and the procedure 
of the civil courts has expedited and 
strengthened the moneylender’s powers 
of foreclosure. To remedy this state of 


| things we are having recourse to counter- 


acting processes. We have imposed in 


'the Punjab and are about to impose in 


parts of Bombay certain restrictions on 
the powers of alienation by the occupier. 
The legislation is tentative, and will have 
to be very closely watched. 

The other measure to which I allude 
is an attempt to establish land banks. 
This is a proposal to which much atten- 
tion and investigation in recent years 
have been given. A Committee at 
Simla, under the presidency of the 





to give effect to many of its reeommenda- | Finance Minister, is now sitting, and I 
tions. There is in certain quarters an/ hope, in the course of this year, one or 
impression that our land assessments are | more experimental banks will be started. 
in many parts of the country unduly | This problem in all countries has proved 
high, and that the inability of the culti- | a difficult one, but its solution in India 
vators to meet distress caused by drought, | is aggravated by the relatively much 
as well as their indebtedness to the| greater position which Government 
moneylenders, is largely to be attributed | there occupies in the minds of the 
to these high assessments. My mind is | governed compared with Administrations 
perfectly open on such questions ; I have jin a self-governing community. These 
never been able to obtain yet reliable | banks to be useful must be numerous; 
evidence or figures in support of this | to be numerous they must be self-support- 
contention which stood subsequent | ing and self-governing ; but they cannot 


Lord G. Hamilton. 
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be started without Government support. | pointing out that it is not only in connec- 
We have, therefore, to try and define | tion with questions of material progress 
the support to be given so that it should | in India that his work is to be lauded ; 
be of such a character that, whilst suffi-| in other directions he has done even 
cient to start a bank, it should auto-| more valuable service. It is not so much 
matically diminish and cease with the| that he has made any marked departure 
lapse of time. Too much care cannot | from the principles which have animated 
in this respect be given to the constitu-| his distinguished predecessors, as that, 
tion and framework of the pioneer gifted with a remarkable power of sympa- 
institutions. ‘thetic speech, he has brought vividly 

There is yet a further inquiry || home to all ranks of the native com- 
have to refer to, and this will interest | munity the beneficent intentions of the 
my hon. friend the Member for North- Government of which he is the head, and 
East Bethnal Green. The indefatigable the unselfish objects of the policy which 
Viceroy has another great investi-| it is perpetually endeavouring to pro- 
gation in hand dealing with a subject! mote. The fortunes of Great Britain 
which, if not strictly germane to those | and India are indissolubly united, and 
with which I have been dealing, | that curious and incongruous union, as it 
does indirectly affect the future indus-! may seem to some, must, so long as it 





trial prospects of India—namely, the 
reform of the existing systems of educa- 
tion. No one, looking at the systems in 
force, can deny that primary as against 
secondary education has been neglected, 
and that, in the higher branches of 
education, a purely literary degree of a 


exists, bring in its wake a string of 
problems which would at first sight seem 
to baffle any stable solution. Upon the 
foundation of an Act of Parliament of a 
| self-governing people there is established 
a Government at the other end of the 
world necessarily autocratic in its con- 





perfunctory character, and in many | stitution and summary in its procedure, 
cases of no subsequent use, has, until| which exercises sway over one-sixth of 
quite recent times, pushed technical and| the human race. It has been frequently 
industrial education out of the field. | predicted that, as this House becomes 
These obvious defects must be redressed, | more and more democratic in its charac- 
and in any reform in the direction I have | ter from the lowering of the franchise, so 
indicated the Viceroy will have the! would it show a greater disposition to 
support of the whole commercial and _ interfere in the policy and practices of the 
industrial intelligence of India. Government of India. So far from this 
I have now enumerated the various| having taken place, the exact reverse 
inquiries and investigations which the|has occurred. I was Under Secretary 
Government of India have set on foot, | of State at the India Office twenty-seven 
some of which are complete, some pro- | years ago, when a higher franchise pre- 
ceeding, and others not yet commenced ; | vailed in this country, and my work then 
but, in relation to all of these, there is but | was, as far as Parliament was concerned, 
one desire on the part of those who much heavier than it now is. 
started them—that they should bear | 
fruit on the earliest opportunity. We | 
are fortunate at this juncture in having | 
as Viceroy of — a statesman who, in | 
addition to other remarkable qualities, | a ’ 
has a capacity of work in himself, and a| *Lorp G. HAMILTON: No, that is 
power in moving others to similar exer- | 2°t the case ; it is not due to a diminu- 
tion which I have never yet seen equalled. tion of interest in Indian questions ; 
In his hands there will be no delay in 0” the contrary, at no time can I recol- 


Mr. CAINE: More interest was taken 
in Indian affairs. 


taking action upon reports when made ; 
and, as there will be a prompt co-opera- 
tion here, I hope that, within a limited 


‘lect. that there was a wider or more 
|general sympathy with our fellow- 
| subjects there than now prevails in this 


‘spheres of operation. But I cannot 





time, the reforms we have in view may | #0use. 
be in working order in their respective | 

Mr. CAINE: There is no opportunity 
mention Lord Curzon’s name without | of expressing it. 
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*Lorp G. HAMILTON: | repeat, in 
my judgment, and I think Lmay speak 
with some authority from my connection 
with Indian administration for many 
years, there never was a time when 
there was a more anxious desire on the 
part of all sections to take an interest in 
Indian affairs. The truth is that a 
democracy loves many things, but most 
of all the exhibition of strength if asso- 
ciated with justice ; and it is ready to 
support and applaud a strong Govern- 
ment in India, provided that those who 
exercise authority there exhibit the 
qualities of justice,jvigilance, and fearless- 
ness ; but, of these attributes, first comes 
justice. It is sometimes said that the 
foundation of our rule in India is force. 
I deny that proposition. Justice is the 
foundation of our authority in India ; 
force is in reserve, but only to uphold 
justice. Up to the time of the establish- 
ment of our Government in India her 
past history was one continuous record 
of the rule of fighting minorities dominat- 
ing peaceful majorities. We suppressed 
the turbulent few to the immeasurable 
gain of the quiet many. To maintain 
justice between man and man, to ensure 
equal treatment between race and race 
and creed and creed—this is the mission 
and should be the glory of British rule 
in India. The volumes of multifarious 
papers, reports, and correspondence deal- 
ing with different branches of work and 
administration that come under the 
cognisance of the Secretary of State for 
India are generally pleasant reading. 
They do indicate the success and 
thoroughness with which this task of 
enforcing justice is carried out by our 
rule in India. But I occasionally come 
across undoubted miscarriage of justice, 
where verdicts are given contrary to the 
clear opinion of the judge and the evi- 
dence he has analysed; and, although 
these cases are very few and far between, 
they are generally connected with inci- 
dents where European and native have 
come in collision. The Viceroy has on 
more than one occasion in manly and 
eloquent language pointed out that any 
one who in any way aids, abets, or 
connives at such a decision is doing his 
best to destroy the moral foundations 
of our authority in India, and I wish here 
publicly to endorse every word he has so 
said. There are problems ahead, social 
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and political, which must crop up in the 
future, and whose handling will be diffi- 
cult, and solution impossible, unless we 
can associate with their ultimate settle- 
ment confidence and trust in our motives 
and integrity. The Viceroy has already 
during his present tenure of office, 
achieved two great personal successes ; 
by his talents and personality he has 
strengthened the external policy of 
India, and at the same time has 
infused vigour and activity into every 
branch of internal administration, thus 
winning the admiration of the governing 
classes, and, on the other hand, by his 
consideration for the sentiments, feelings, 
and rights of the native populations, 
he has gained their especial esteem and 
confidence. Under the auspices of the 
new century, [ believe that this rare 
and happy combination of governing 
qualities will inaugurate a new era of 
prosperity and progress in India. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do not leave ‘the 
Chair.” 


*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I am 
sure the House will rejoice with me at 
the satisfactory character of the finances 
and general affairs of India as disclosed 
in the lucid review which we have just 
listened to with so much _ interest. 
After more than three years of severe 
affliction India, according to the de- 
tailed and comprehensive statement 
made by my noble friend, shows to-day 
a capacity for recuperation which 
is evidence at once of the soundness of 
her administration, of the copious re- 
sources of the country, and of the thrifty 
habits and power of patient endurance 
of her peoples. After grappling with 
famines of exceptional severity, and 
making provision for a large outlay on 
further reforms and increase in the 
army, and placing to the credit of 
railways ten and a half crores of 
rupees and another crore to that of 
irrigation, the Finance Minister fore- 
casts in his Estimates for the year under 
review a balance on the right side of 
upwards £1,671,000. If no untoward 
circumstances, such as another serious 
failure of crops or complications on the 
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frontier, occur to dislocate the calcula-| permanent reduction in the number of 
tions on which this conclusion is based, | troops, still it points unmistakably to 
we shall have reason to congratulate | the fact that they are always available 
our fellow-subjects in India on the for service out of India, and that a con 
cheerful prospect that is before them of | siderable portion of them form an in- 
retrieving their economic position, which | valuable reserve for general Imperial 





has been so gravely affected by the 
tribulations they have suffered in recent 
years. 


The Secretary of State has made to- 
night several well-merited references to 
the splendid utterances and work of Lord 


purposes, and is is not therefore unfair 
to argue that the proportionate cost 
should be defrayed by the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. It would bean act of but bare 
justice to India. 


It will be proper to refer here with 





Curzon since he took up the Viceroyalty. 
The tribute which he has thus paid is 
not too high or exaggerated, and will 
doubtless be endorsed by this House. | 
Lord Curzon had at the outset of his | 
career drawn out a programme for his | 
activity which he classified under twelve | 
heads, and he has been able to show 
that much has been already accomplished | 
under many, if not all, of them. His | 
most important work in the past year 
was the inauguration of the new frontier 
policy, which has admitted of the 
withdrawal of our troops from several | 
advanced positions on the borders, and 
replacing them by tribal levies. It is a} 
right step in the direction of minimising 
the chances of complications with the 
frontier tribes, and if the confidence | 
reposed thereby in those tribes is not | 
utterly misplaced, we may hope that 
they will realise and act up to the re-| 
sponsibility imposed on them for the 
security of peace. This, together with 
the formation of a new agency, con- 
stituting the Trans-Indus districts into 
an adminstration directly under the 
control of the supreme Government, 
is an act of high statesmanship making 
for tranquillity on the frontier which 
in process of time will possibly tend to 
lessen the great burden of frequent 
punitive expeditions on the Indian 
Exchequer. The reduction of upwards 
of a million and a quarter in the Army 
charges during the past year owing to 
the absence of regiments in South 
Africa and China is an item of the 
financial statement which is not only 
satisfactory in itself, but gives food for 
reflection whether a readjustment of 
the military expenses now borne by 
India should not be effected upon a 
more equitable basis than at present 
existing. Although it may _ not 





furnish quite a strong argument for a 
VOL XCIX. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


satisfaction to the scheme which has 
been matured by the noble Lord and 
the Viceroy for the creation of an 
Imperial cadet corps. We have not yet 
the details of it before us, but I welcome 
the idea of opening out a field of military 
service for the scions of the ruling and 
noble houses of India, worthy of the 
traditions of those families in the past, 
and of the capacity which our brave 
Indian troops have proved over and 
over again in our own time. The con- 
fidence and responsibility reposed in the 
higher classes by their inclusion in the 
Army will, I am sure, be amply rewarded 
by the feelings of devotion to the para- 
mount power which will be fostered 
thereby. The additional expenditure 
which the new reforms in the military 
service will necessitate will be regarded 
with some concern in India. All such 
increases are unpopular, especially in 
countries where, as in India, people 
are not taken into confidence as to the 
causes which make them desirable, 
but it is possible to reconcile popular 
opinion by allowing the people to share 


!in some of the incidental benefits result- 


ing from such increase. For instance, 
among the reforms projected, there is 
to be a large addition to the Indian 
medical service, and the Government of 
India might well take this opportunity 
for giving local medical men scope 
for their activity in this service. 
There has been a long standing and 
justifiable complaint that men trained 
in India for the medical profession who 
enter the public service have no prospect 
of promotion. Capable men of long 
experience have to relinquish their posts, 
or retire after a service of more than 
thirty _ years without having had 
any appreciable advance in pay and 


position from where they began 
early in life. I trust, therefore, 
2Z 
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that in the contemplated increase of | the Empire in consequence, is likely to create 
disaffection and serious mischief before long, 


officers in the medical service, the The current of hostile feeling has been found 
s a : ‘ s g has ne 
Government of India will make some | running too strong, however, among the whites 
provision for the inclusion of men of | for the Government to deem it safe to interfere 
tried and long careers as a reward for | ie Pont ge tag snow rote pele 
he . -1 | desired ; and of late it seemed as if relief wou 
pene A hich has hitherto been ill- — ge till _ a ee nee 
. earn appreciate the other better, which 
Among the measures for relieving the meant the Greek calends. It has been at the 
Iti ade & f | moment when we had almost despaired of an 
cultivators in India irom some 0 the | effective action being taken by the British 
chronic difficulties which lead to their | Government in defence of the rights of our 
impoverishment, I note that Lord ee _ gone ee good 
\ . : | news ‘that Mr. Chamberlain has declared, in 
( urzon promises to try the experiment | the House of Commons, that he has disallowed 
of Agricultural Banks. I trust it will | the Queensland Anti-Asiatic Act, because it 
prove successful, for it is admitted | excluded British subjects of India solely on 
generally that the very hard terms on a. of Se des ee Fn Bg = 
re : eee ‘ r its | s 1e 
which the agricultural communities | same category as Asiatics generally, without 
obtain their loans at present from the | considering their civilisation.’ As we have 
money-lenders are extremely oppressive. | said, for = “<F attitude hae were gy tog 
i . -_ | unprepared, and our countrymen will, there- 
Once they get into the clutches of this fore, feel all the more gratetui to Mr. Cham- 
class of usurers, they can never get! berlain for his action in the matter. It is 
free of them. It is therefore of the | only to be hoped thathe will remain firm and 
utmost importance that the experiment | Consistent throughout, and that he will not 
eiilil Ses hun 6 Seletetel aul T tiene | only forbid such legislation in other colonies, 
Should be given é rial, é Pe | but also try to emancipate our countrymen 
the result will be encouraging. |in those Settlements where such cruel and 
| oppressive enactments already exist.” 


Now, Sir, there is one matter of very | I | a ei : 
serious importance which has for some|+ °@" only echo the sentiments so well 


years naturally caused much irritation | expressed by the writer that my right 
4 | hon. friend the Secretary for the Colonies 


throughout India, to which I ask the | : z 
| will exert his great influence to stem 


permission of this House to refer. It is | : WP tr Teen 
with regard to the maintenance of the tide of such pernicious legislation. 


the rights, privileges, and fair treatment | I cannot refrain from expressing my deep 
of our Indian fellow-subjects in other | S¢MS¢ of the antipathy which both he 
parts of His Majesty’s dominions, and it | and the Secretary of State for India 
is most desirable that they should know have. _Tepeatedly manifested to the 
what is being done by the Secretary of | humiliating and oppressive treatment 

hem |to which those of the people of 


State and the Viceroy to protect them . : : } 
7 P |India who reside in_ the colonies 


against the mean and despicable attempts | : 
made in several colonies, both in Australia | #T¢ subjected, and would here openly 
and Africa, to rob them of the equality acknowledge with gratitude the con- 
and justice to which they are entitled | sideration which they have given 

{ |to the representations frequently made 


as British subjects. Sir, the legislation | . 7 an 
in those colonies directed against British | by me on the subject. But, Sir, it is 
evident that the Indian Administration 


Indian subjects has become a scandal, | Soak Tis ‘coulis Steal tact aah 
take vigorous action to arrest this inva- 








and the people of India have well nigh 
lost all hope of redress. But the bs é : 
day a piece of such legislation was vetoed | Sion on the rights of those whom they are 
by the King, thanks to the stand made | bound to protect, but publicly declare what 
against it by the Colonial Secretary, | Steps they are taking to safeguard their 
and I shall read to the House an extract | interests when they are attacked. We 
from an article published in one of the|4o not know yet what is being done 


most prominent native papers of India, to re-habilitate the lascars with regard 
the Rast Goftar, to show with what | to their employment on British ships 
after the judicial pronouncement of Mr. 


feelings the news was received there :— | : ) 
| Justice Mathews which recently decided 


“ Apart from the material injury that such 
ethane promises to inflict fei the native | that they must be allotted the same 
Indian settlers in those colonies, the sense of | gnace as European sailors. Of course 
humiliation and moral degradation which is | P 2 “ud ie 
being so keenly felt by the Indians throughout | nobody can quarrel with the judgment, 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree. 
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but the conflict of Imperial with Indian 
law which it has demonstrated calls for 
active interference on the part of the 
Government of India to redress the great 
hardships inflicted on so industrious and 
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from here would be seriously impaired, 
not only in the eyes of the people of 
India but in the sight of foreign nations. 
Now, Sir, I come to the motion which 
stands in my name on the Notice Paper, 


honest a working class community as the | as follows— 
lascars. They do see want the addi- “That this House views with approval the 
tional space, for which reason, and owing | efforts made within the last two years by the 
to their thrifty and sober habits, the | Viceroy and local Governments in India to 
owners of vessels are glad to employ them. foster the indigenous industries of the country 
Id t ow the eS edd he diarwed and promote technical instruction, and is of 
Go not see Why they shou € deprived | opinion that, for the better and more rapid 
of the advantage which these conditions | attainment of these objects, a eee inquiry 


of life give them for earning an honest | into the present condition of industrial educa- 
livelihood tion should be held with a view to devising a 
: thoroughly regulated system of elementary 
| technical and industrial training in connection 


These are only a couple of illustrations | oo the existing educational institutions 
ae - , | throughout India. 

of the unfair treatment from which | 
some classes of our British Indian sub-| I must confess to a feeling of satisfaction 
jects suffer, and which fills them) at the position in which the question 
with much apprehension as to their| of technical and industrial education 
future. I know that the noble Lord) for India stands to-day, as compared 
and the Viceroy have been doing all they | with that in which it stood three years 
could to protest against the wrongs| ago, when I first drew the attention 
thus inflicted on the Indian population, | of the House to it. The advocacy of this 
but it is time that what they do in this! branch of popular instruction was then 
way should be made known to the! viewed in some quarters with suspicion 
people themselves, as it would on the one | as an attack on higher education. To- 
hand be a matter of some satisfaction to| day that suspicion has been entirely 
them, and on the other lead to an expres-| dispelled. Then it was vaguely conceded 
sion of public opinion throughout the| by even friendly critics that it was no 
country which will have some beneficial doubt something good for India to have, 
effect in ‘the colonies. If no adequate! but that the energy and intellect of the 
steps are taken to arrest this onslaught | people must be first concentrated upon 
on the rights of British Indian subjects, | their academic and doctrinaire reforms 
Lam afraid the time will come, and that} and high political ambitions, which, 
very shortly, when the House of Com-| although noble in themselves, can be, 
mons will have to decide whether | after all, the pursuit of a few, and not 
the pledges and promises repeatedly | the occupation of the masses in a nation, 
given by British statesmen and the| however advanced. To-day, it is ad- 
British nation to the people of India| mitted that skilled labour and the train- 
for fair treatment are to have any force|ing of large classes of the people for 
or effect in future. The noble Lord very | industrial avocations are as indispensable 
rightly said in one part of his eloquent | to the welfare of India as to the prosperity 
speech to-night that the strength and | of any other country, and that it is the 
vindication of our rule in India was the | first duty of both the Government and 
justice which it secured to the people. | the people to foster them. It is broadly 














In this phrase are embraced the main- 
tenance of their just rights and the 
security of their just treatment. If, 
however, in the face of the oppressive 
and disabling measures adopted in the 
colonies, Imperial statesmen were to) 
throw up their hands and argue that, 
because they are self-governing admini- 
strations, they could not be touched 
even when they trampled underfoot the 
noblest traditions of the British constitu- 
tion, then the right to govern India 





recognised that if India is poor, that if 
she cannot keep abreast of other civilised 
countries in the van of national pro- 
sperity, if she is contemned even in our 
colonies and denied her just rights, 
that one of the main causes of her weak- 
ness is the fact that 95 per cent. of her 
children are eking out a bare subsistence 
from the soil without the knowledge 
and the capacity to delve under the 
surface down to those mineral resources 
with which she is bountifully supplied 
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by \nature, or to manipulate _ skil- 
fully even those products which pass 
through their hands to foreign manu- 
facturers. This is a new departure 
in popular sentiment, at which I have 
reason to rejoice. The ample sympa- 
thetic acknowledgment of the necessity 
tor remedying the great want of indus- 
trial education which the noble Lord 


has repeatedly made in this House and | 


out of it, and the spirited utterances of 
Lord Curzon on the subject on his landing 
in India, have mainly brought about 
this awakening. Both the Viceroy, and 
Lord Northcote in Bombay, have made 
this branch of instruction a main plank 
of their educational platform, and the 
numerous testimony which I have 
received from all parts of India, not 
excluding prominent native States, in 
the shape of inquiry as to the best means 
of promoting it; shows that their lead 
is followed by native gentlemen of the 
highest intelligence and distinction. In 
his speech on the last Indian Budget, 
Lord Curzon again referred to the topic 
in these words— 

“ First, [ would name educational reform, 
the placing of education in India, in its various 
branches—university, higher, secondary, techni- 
eal, and elementary—upon a definite scientific 
footing, and the clear determination of the 
relations between private enterprise and the 
State.” 

The utterances of prominent men of 
all races in India show that the public 
mind is ripe to weleome such reform. 
Nor is the necessity for it any the less 
apparent by its being urged by almost 
everyone who has any suggestions to make 
in regard to remedial measures for 


famines, that in industrial pursuits lies | 


the future security of India against 
the terrible ravages of hunger. One 
of the most notable utterances of this 
kind is that of Mr. J. D. Rees, in his 
** Famine Facts and Fallacies,”’ in which 
he points out what the people of 
India are capable of doing in the indus- 
trial line in these words :— 


“ The Indians are cunning workers in wood 
and ivory, capital carpenters, good blacksmiths. 
As shoemakers they might with education 
approach the Chinese standard. As weavers 
they are unsurpassed, probably unequalled in 
the world. Gold, coal, manganese, lead, copper, 
and other minerals abound in the bowels of 
the earth ; diamonds and other precious stones 
are found upon its surface; the forests are 
full of rare and valuable products over and 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree. 
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| above timber, out of which anything can be 
| manufactured from a ship to a match-box. 
| Skins and tanning materials are equally plenti- 
ful; alongside cotton and jute grow dyeing 
| materials. The best of carpets are nisi by 
| the most ordinary prisoner in gaol. Fibres 
| are positively a drug in the market. At 
/present Germans and Japanese supply at 
| sufficiently low prices for their clients furni- 
| ture, fans, ropes, mats, carpets, baskets, combs, , 
boxes, shoes, umbrellas, matches, buttons, and 
| a hundred other things which could be equally. 
well made in the country.” 


| He goes on to say that these articles are 
not made in India, and that the foreign 
manufacturer is not too proud to si. pply 
them. Yes, Sir, the German and the 
Austrian and the Japanese manufac- 
turers supply all these articles to India. 
It is even worse than that, for they take 
away the raw produce and send them 
back to India in the shape of useful and 
dainty articles, which have become 
things of ordinary consumption for large 
classes of her people. The valuable 
woods and the timber of her forests 
are not manufactured either into 
ships or matches by the local people! 
'/And now the question before us is, 
Why and how is it so? and the 
wrong of it being admitted, the next 
_ question is, How can the evil be remedied?’ 
But before I come to these questions, | 
'must deal with one or two arguments 
which a certain class of optimists employ 
to make out that, after all, the backward 
condition of industries in India is common 
to many prosperous countries also, and, 
secondly, that the lack of industries is 
not so great as it is made out to be. With 
regard to the first argument, I am pre- 
|pared to admit that there are thriving 
‘nations from among whom now and 
then an industry disappears from various 
‘causes. But then there are other scien- 
tific and technical occupations taking its 
‘place, or their great wealth and _re- 
sources do not make the loss, if it 
‘is absolute, appreciably felt. If, for 
‘instance, some such existing pursuit 
ceases to be followed here, other of our 
‘home manufactures are on so gigantic 
‘a scale that the loss is scarcely 
| perceived. Now, with regard to the 
second argument, it is in a sense true 
ithat there are, after all, various in- 
| dustries existing in India, and new ones 
being occasionally taken up. The last 
| published Statement of the Moral and 
hemes Progress of India gives, for 
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an stance, the following table of what are 
ealled “large industries.” :— 


Silk mills - ae - - i 3 
Soap factories - - - - - 47 
Tanneries - - - : - 135 
Tron and brass foundries - - - 106 
‘Sugar factories (large and small) - 229 
Coffee works - - - - - 44 
‘Cotton ginning factories, cotton 
presses . . - - - 773 
Jute presses - - - - - 122 
‘Cotton and woollen spinning and 
weaving establishments, not 
classed as mills - : - - 24 
Rope factories - : - - 25 
‘Oil mills - . - - - 195 
‘Cutch and lac factories, large and 
smal - - - - - - 140 
Flour mills —- - - - - 103 
Ice factories - - - - . 56 
Pottery and tile factories : - 140 
Bone crushing factories - - - 19 
Tobacco and cigar factories - - 26 
‘Sik filatures  - - - : - 66 
(slass factories - - - . - 6 
Dye works - - : - - 8 
Indigo factories, largeand small - 5,094 
Printing presses - - - - 756 
Dairy farms - - - : - 71 
"These together with 
Cotton mills” - - - . - 186 
Jute mills - - . - - 33 
Woollen miils - - - - 4 
Rice mills - - - . - 160 
Saw inills - - - - - 85 
Paper mills — - - - - - 9 
Breweries - - - - - 28 


‘give a total of 8,693 of so-called “large | 
‘factories.”” From a superficial point of 
view, this number may be regarded as 
satisfactory even for so big a country. 
-as India. But, Sir, the total of the men | 
employed in these establishments is | 
under 660,000, a fourth of which number 

‘is engrossed by the cotton mills, which | 
are most apt to suffer in times of famine 

owing to the scarcity or dearness of 

eotton. At the best of times, however, 

‘the whole of the large industries give 

employment to a mere trifling fraction | 
of the teeming population of the country. | 
‘Then, again, we have to take into account | 
what is the share India derives from 
‘these industrial institutions. A great deal | 
of the capital employed in them is British | 
and foreign ; likewise the direction or ad- | 
ministration of than is in other than 

Indian hands. Of course, I cannot and do | 
not complain of this, as I quite recognise | 
that in the absence of Indian capital and | 
Indian trained men it is to the advantage | 
of the country to have these industries | 
even with foreign help. But, from the 

‘point of view of the actual benefit ' 
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| accruing to India, it must be conceded 
that the existence of these more than 
8,000 factories is not such an economic 
| boon to the natives as appears at first 
sight. In fact, the chief gain to the 
/ country is the mere living wage earned 
by the inferior workman. I hope I have 
| shown conclusively that the optimistic 
/ arguments to which I have referred are 
unsubstantial, and do not justify the 
assumption of any such hopeful prospect 
of Indian industries as might allow us to 
| remain indifferent any longer as to the 
| future. The other day when a teacher 
| of mechanical engineering was required 
| for one of the very few technical institu- 
_ tions in the country, they had to advertise 
'for one in the papers here. The salary 
offered was about £300 per annum, and 
| when I asked the noble Lord if a man of 
| the engineering capacity of that modest 
| valuation could not be found in all India, 
he admitted in his reply that that was 
so. This was just the answer I expected, 
but what a commentary it was upon the 
educational work accomplished after 


, upwards of a century of settled British 


rule in India, and after half a century of 
a settled system of public instruction ! 
Sir, it is perfectly clear that that system 
requires to be fundamentally altered. I 
do not think that the present standard 
of higher education should be reduced. 
That standard must be maintained for 
the literary and academic needs of the 
country. But some means must be 
devised for the training of large classes 
of her population so as to adapt them for 
skilled industrial pursuits. A beginning 
can be made by attaching to the existing 
schools technical departments and work- 
shops. It is not possible in the course 
of a general discussion on the Budget to 
enter minutely into the details of any 
scheme of such an educational reform. 
Indeed, the subject is so vast, and has to 
be considered from so many different 
points of view, and the change which the 
present system will have to undergo 
would be so extensive, that a public 
inquiry into the whole question is a neces- 
sary preliminary to the inception of a 
new scheme of industrial education. 
My noble friend has given us the cheerful 
information that Lord Curzon has in 
hand an investigation for bringing about 
a reform of the existing systems. This 
makes my task simple, and I feel I need 
not enter at present into further argu- 
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ment in support of the terms of my| Amendment proposed—- 

motion, which will no doubt be embraced 7 - so — from the tee fone i to “4 
; ig investicati ag > enc | 0 e wes 10n, in order to ad¢ 1e WOrdas 
in the promised in eoagetion, as I trust ‘this House views with approval the efforts. 
that I have made out a sufficient case for | made within the last two years by the Viceroy 
the inclusion in that inquiry of the whole | and local governments in India to foster the 
question of industrial education, the | indigenous industries of the country and _pro- 
- rae . hte te © cele | technical instruction, and is of opinion 
absence of which Is now so generally | that, for the better and more rapid attainment 
felt, and the adequate provision for | of these objects, a public inquiry into the 
which can no longer be delayed, and is | present condition of industrial education 





in fact loudly called for by all classes 
the people. 
I have to thank the House for the 


of | Should be held with a view to devising a 


thoroughly regulated system of elementary 
| technical and industrial training in connection 
| with the existing educational institutions 
| throughout India.’”—(Sir Mancherjee Bhown- 


indulgence which it has extended to me | aggre.) 


in listening to these somewhat lengthy | 


remarks on a subject in which many 
hon. Members are not likely to feel any 
immediate concern. But I can assure 
them that it is of paramount importance 
to the welfare of our great Indian de- 
pendency. I have given prominence to 
two among the several topics I have 
passed over in review to-night. 
relates to the protection of the rights and 
interests of British Indian subjects in 
our colonies, and the second has reference 
to their future well-being by means of 
industrial development. Both these sub- 
jects have an intimate bearing on the 
national well-being, not only from the 
Indian but from an Imperial standpoint. 
Both these subjects have aroused public 
interest in that country, and I should 
fail in my duty if I did not on the floor 
of this House declare that there lie upon 
British statesmen the most sacred anc 
serious obligations to boldly grapple with 
these problems. The solution of the 
former will require the exercise of rare 
courage and tact, that of the latter a no 
less firm determination, to brush aside 
existing prejudices and to introduce 
necessary reforms. The Secretary o 
State for India, the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, and the present Viceroy 
ure the men to whom the people of India 
look with confidence for that solution, 
and I for one have no doubt that they 
will have the cordial support of this 
House in doing that justice to the 
people of India in the one case, and in 
securing in the other that great educa- 
tional improvement which will give our 
fellow-subjects a firmer faith in the bene- 
volent intentions of the British nation 
towards them. I beg, Sir, to move. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) formally seconded the 
Amendment. 

Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 


The first | 


| Question, “ That the words proposed 
| to be left out stand part of the Question.” 


| Lorp G. HAMILTON: I suppose the 
discussion will now be limited to this 
| particular Amendment ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON, who was 
very indistinctly heard, was understood 
to say that he believed that several hon. 
Members wished to speak upon other 
questions connected with the financial 
statement he had made. In these cir- 
/cumstances it might be fer the conveni- 
ence of the House if he dealt with the 
Amendment which his hon. friend had 
moved at this early stage. His hon. 
friend had truly said that the cause of 
education in India was now in a more 
satisfactory condition than it was a few 
years ago ; and he thought that his hon. 
friend might fairly take upon himself 
some of the credit which had resulted 
from the efforts he had made in season 
and out of season in the direction of 
that improvement. It must be obvicus, 
however, that until there was an increase 
of the existing industries by the multipli- 
cation and diversification of industrial 
‘employment, the condition of the people 
would not be benefited to that extent 
| which every well-wisher of India would 
naturally desire. In various ways the 
| development of technical and industrial 
‘education had been advanced, and, as the 
hon. Member for North-East Bethnal 
| Green was well aware, some influential 
| gentlemen in Bombay who had this ques- 
| tion very much at heart had been pressing 
| upon the Government of India to con- 
| sider the advisability of establishing a 
| college to promote industrial research. 
| As he had already stated in his speech, 
ithe question of general education in 
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India had been under the consideration of { mously in the past, but British over-rule 
the Viceroy, and the Viceroy had /|is by no means infallible. We have to 
determined to suggest an inquiry into / realise that the duty of this country and 
the whole system. He could not state | of this House is to govern India for the 
what the terms of the reference would be | benefit of the Indian people, and not 
and what form the inquiry would take, | simply to exploit the country for the 
but he felt confident that it would be | benefit of the British people. 

much in the direction of promoting 4 The Amendment which I have down 
objects which his hon. friend had in | on the Paper refers to the Indian famine. 
view. Therefore, if he could not accept | There is no need for me to take up the 
the Amendment it was not because he was | time of the House with any eulogy of 
not in entire accord with it, and he! the splendid work done by the Viceroy 
hoped his hon friend would be satisfied | of India, and by every official from the 


with the assurance he had given. highest to the lowest, who has been 
Question put, and agreed to. concerned in famine administration 

: ; ; during the last two or three terrible 
Main Question again proposed, years. I have always declared that the 


Mr. CAINE: I shall not under the | Indian Civil Service is the finest in the 


circumstances move the resolution which | World, and is filled by men who think 
I have placed upon the Paper,t although nothing of self, and are prepared to 
| differ very strongly from a great deal make every sacrifice of comfort, health, 
which has been put forward in this debate. | @nd life in the discharge of the heavy 
I wish to associate myself with those | duties which so often fall upon them. 
I teel sure that the whole House will 
join with me in an expression of grateful 
recognition of their unrivalled services 
during one of the greatest trials of their 
quality that has occurred for many a 
long year. The one great need of 
Indian administration is economy, and by 
economy I mean not parsimony and 
cheeseparing, but the wise expenditure 
of Indian resources. There is no country 
where public expenditure, rightly ad 
ministered, brings in so quick and 
in the noble Lord’s speech with which [| profitable a return. It is impossible 
am in entire accord. I wish to express | 0 prevent that great waste of Indian 
my entire concurrence in every word | resources, recurrent famine, without 
which has been said with regard to| expenditure. The great need of Indian 
Lord Curzon, who has rendered, and [| finance is the diversion of expenditure 
hope will still continue to render, great from waste to useful works. For in- 
services to India. I do not deprecate | Stance, it is sound economy to reduce 
the value of British over-rule. It is the | the amount spent on armaments and 
only condition which is possible in | !ncrease that spent on irrigation. In 


India. India has benefited by it enor-|Tegard to the financial review of the 
- ‘last three years in the Explanatory 


+ Mr. Caine’s Amendment was: ‘‘That this}; Memorandum, | wish to point out that 
House recognises the devoted and earnest en- the net revenue at the end of that period 


deavours of the Viceroy of India and all con- : 
cerned in famine administration to relieve the | has been increased by £443,000, the 
suffering people in the famine districts, but| Whole of which, and £90,000 more 


regrets that during a long series of years the | beside, is due to opium increase. It is, 
attention of the Government has been directed | however quite a fallacy to claim this 
too exclusively to measures for the alleviation | . ‘ 4 h - hae : 
of distress to the neglect of those adequate | exe aig ieeicienaiane tat i amaigrespriaam. se 
means of prevention recommended by successive | g00d feature of Indian finance, for 
Famine Commissions; and this House urges | further on in the Memorandum we are 
upon the Government of India that no other | told that there is an estimated falling off 


objects of expenditure, either in order of time | . 

or in amount expended, shall be allowed prece- | next year ches sien adi age nt of £600,000, 
dence o° such measures as are calculated to |) 80 that this particular increass is only 
prevent these constantly recurring calamities.” ‘ephemeral, and ought to be treated as 





critics to whom the noble Lord referred 
as holding certain heresies, which he | 
detailed at some length, and which he 
said existed in Parliament “in other 
quarters.” I will not allow myself to 
be drawn into the many issues which 
the noble Lord has raised, but I will 
come at once to the line of argument | 
indicated in the resolution which stands 
in my name, and which I shall not now 
be able to move. I should like to say, 
in the first place, that there is one point 
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such. I would like to know what 
amount of this increase is due to Indian 
consumption, as I have reason to believe 
that, perhaps unconsciously but none 
the less certainly, the Government of 
India is stimulating the consumption 
of this drug in India with a view to 
making up for losses in China. During 
these three years expenditure in Eng- 
land on behalf of India has gone 
up nearly fourfold, to £1,654,000. 
These increases in England are always 
occurring, with the most serious conse- 
quences to India. It is significant to note 
that none of the additions are for pur- 
poses which add to the productivity of 
India. 
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between 44and 3 per cent.,and would have 
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‘been much better sunk in irrigation than 


£680,000 of this expenditure | 


is for ordnance stores and other military | 


purposes. In reference to the previous 
debate on the hon. Member for North- 


East Bethnal Green’s resolution, I want | 


to know why this large amount of ord- 
nance stores cannot be manufactured 
in India, as I am quite certain that not 
only this but many of the other general 
stores purchased in this country could 
be procured in India at a much smaller 
cost. I hope the time is not far distant 
when the Government of India will be 
permitted to make their own purchases 
and their own contracts for stores direct 
instead of through the intermediary of 
the India Office in London. 
increase in expenditure has been nearly 
two anda half millions. 


"perpetual. 


The total | 


I will take as an illustration of pos- | 


sible economy—though, it may be, in 
small directions—the costliness and folly 
of borrowing money from the feudatory 
states, and as an illustration of possible 
economy in large directions those un- 
necessary armaments which more than 
all beside cripple Indian finance. I will 
quote from an official Return of all loans 


raised in India a number of loans from | 


native States. I wish to point out 
that the Government of India has 
borrowed from the Maharaja Holkar 
£1,000,000 at 44 per cent. for 101 years. 
A more ridiculous transaction was never 
earried out. The money could to-day 
be borrowed easily at 3 per cent., but 
here is a needless payment of £15,000 
a year for at least eighty years, and 
before this loan is repaid the Government 
will have disbursed in interest, apart 
from the principal, £3,500.000, of which 
£1,500,000 represents the 


Mr. Caine. 


difference 


inthe pockets of the wealthy Maharaja. 
I could give many such instances as this 
of the waste of public money by the 
Government of India, but I will content 
myself with referring those Members 
who wish to look further into the matter 
to the Report of the Royal Commission 
on Indian Expenditure, on which [ had 
the honour of serving. I want to know, 
and I hope my right hon. friend will be 
able to tell me, why, when this loan 
was arranged, a sinking fund was not 
provided to extinguish the loan in forty 
or fifty years instead of having it now 
as a weight around our necks. | 
have no desire to depreciate the personal 
loyalty and general good administration 
of the State of which Scindia is the 
chief, but this £15,000 a year would 
have been a good deal better sunk in 
enterprises for the prevention of famine. 
A similarly wasteful policy is carried out 
with the railway loans, to India’s great 
suffering. Another loan from NScindia, 
this time of £1,500,000 at 4 per cent., is 
Here the position is worse, 
for you have £1,500,000 of loan involved 
with no period of stoppage. This money 
could be borrowed at 3 per cent., and if it 
were a short instead of a long loan it 
could be easily replaced. Here we are 
giving a sort of pension in connection 
with this Scindia loan. The finances 
of India bristle with such foolish expendi- 
ture as this. Asa result of the Expendi- 
ture Commission the Secretary of State 
has transferred nearly £300,000 from 
Indian to British expenditure, and a 
careful examination of the evidence 
shows items of bad and_ unjust 
finance too numerous to quote, but 
coming to large sums in the aggregate. 
The expenditure which is now to be 
transierred from the Indian to the 
British Exchequer had been paid by 
India for something like the past twenty- 
five years, and if you go back and give 
restitution it will take away the argument 
with regard tothe grant which waspressed 
upon the Secretary of State last year. 
With regard to the question of the 
reduction of armaments, I am satisfied, 
and I think many in the House will 
agree with me, that it is the only way by 
which any real relief can ever be got to 
Indian finance. Army charges were less 
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by £1,276,000. That was due to the|that the famine in India was a famine 
absence of Indian regiments in South | of money and not of food was, so far as 
Africa and China. The increase of the | the first part of the remark is concerned, 
Army expenditure in India is a source of | an awful admission of the state of things 
alarm. The increase in the coming year | to which the country has been reduced. 
is no less than 160 lakhs—more than a | It gives the whole case away to the critics 
million sterling. In 1890-1 the gross| of the Government of India; but, as a 
expenditure was £21,000,000, and in| whole, the sentence is not accurate. 
1897-8 £27,000,000. I do not give the | There is in a sense food enough to leave a 
following years, because they are com-| portion in the dealers’ hands, because 
plicated by the alterations which have|tens of millions of people do not get 
taken place in the value of the rupee, | sufficient to eat one month out of the 
but the expenditure is steadily increasing | twelve. Poverty, not scarcity, is the 
year by year. The troops out of India| root cause of Indian famines. The 
during last year were—in China, 20,000, | country is, in its famine aspect, drifting 
native ; in South Africa, 8,200, British ;| from bad to worse, and from worse to 
elsewhere, 4,000, native—total, 32,200. | final ruin, unless this constant tendency 
What I want to know is whether India is | to recurring famine is prevented. Note 
safe when these 23,000 are away? Is|the history of the nineteenth century, 
there no danger to India by their with- | divided into four equal parts :—1800 to 
drawal? This is not a period of excep- | 1825—five famines, with slight loss of 
tional peace. During the last five years | life—1802-3, 1804, 1807, 1812-13, 1823- 
the Indian Government, on the advice of | 25 ; some of these arose from wars, and 
the noble Lord himself, have suspended | none extended over a large area. 1826 
the Habeas Corpus Act. [Lord G.|to 1850—two famines—1833, 1837; 
HaMILTON: No.] They arrested two | these were mainly local, and great suffer- 
brothers and kept them in prison without |ing was caused in certain localities, 
trial. [Lord G. Hamitton indicated | notably in northern Madras; the 1833 
dissent.] They arrested the men without | famine led to the great Godavari irriga- 
telling them why they were arrested ;| tion works being begun. 1851 to 1875— 
they were locked up for months without | (by this time practically all India, as we 
being told why, and they were turned | know it, was under our sway) six famines, 
out without being told why they had | with the loss of 5,000,000 of lives, spread 
been arrested. India was supposed to be | over the whole ; the worst was in Orissa. 
seething with rebellion and revolution. | 1876 to 1900—four of the most terrible 
We have had a period of famine, and | famines ever known in India. As to the 
plague. and serious attacks of cholera, | first, 6,250,000 of lives were lost ; as to 
and the whole condition of the country | the last two, during the ten years in 
was tending to its discontent, and,| which they occurred, according to the 
despite that, 32,000 troops were taken | correspondent in India of the great 
out of India and employed elsewhere. medical journal the Lancet, 19,000,000 
If it is safe to take them out, it is safe to | of deaths from famine and famine 
do without them altogether. If 10,000 | diseases occurred. In addition fourteen 
British and 20,000 Indian troops were | parts of the Empire suffered from famine 
so considered and charged to the Imperial | and scarcity. There were thus eighteen 
revenues, it would relieve India of famines in the last twenty-five years of 
30,000,000 rupees, which could at once|the nineteenth century. How com- 
be made available for famine preventive | pletely famine has gained a hold on the 
works such as irrigation. Empire may be judged from this sum- 
Let me point out that all these sug-| mary :—First period—five famines, per- 
gested financial reforms are doubly im-| haps 1,000,000 lives; second period— 
portant in view of the frightful condition | two famines, 500,000 lives ; third period, 
of chronic famine into which the country | six famines, 5,000,000 lives; fourth 
has fallen. We have 540,000 on famine | period—eighteen famines, 27,000,000 
relief at present. Famine is simply in-| lives. All the foregoing facts are taken 
sufficiency of food, whether caused by | from the Famine Commission Blue-books 
drought, or when the seasons are fairly | of 1880 and 1887, and other more 
normal, by high prices. The Secretary | recent official Papers. In the last twenty- 
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than one million of people died on an 
average every year in a British-ruled 
country—that is, two each minute, 2,880 
each day, and during the past ten years 
the average has been four each minute, 
240 each hour, 5,760 each day. The 
last famine was the worst of all. 

I should like to deal with that piece of 
robust optimism entitled ‘‘ Statement 
Exhibiting the Moral and Material Pro- 
gress and Condition of India.’ The 
whole of the chapter on famine is the 
great speech of Lord Curzon to the 
Legislative Council on 19th October, 
which is well worthy the earnest atten- 
tion of everyone interested in India. I 
want to read two or three extracts from 
the speech of the Viceroy. He says— 


“There have been many great droughts in 
India, but there has been no other of which 
such figures could he predicated as these. 

It must further be remembered that, unlike 
— famines, that jof 1900 was separated 
vy the short space of only two years from a 
drought not greatly inferior to it in extent 
and searcity. Some tracts which suffered in 
1896-97 have heen fortunate enough to escape 
in 1899-1900. But the most calamitous feature 
of the recent famine has heen that there were 
others which not only suffered again, but 
suffered ina worse degree. This was the case 
in the Central Provinces and in portions of 
Rajputana, Central India, the South-East 
Punjab, and the Bombay Dekkhan. Apart 
from this area of two-fold distress, the centre 
of gravity tended ‘on the present occasion to 
shift towards the west. The cluster of native 
states lying between the Nerbudda, the Jumna, 
and the Sutlej were swept into the area of 
searcity. Finally, the fertile provinces of 
Guzarat and Kathiawar, whose rainfall is 
generally so abundant and so steady that they 

ave been styled the Garden of India, were 
attacked, and there, in proportion as the 
immunity hitherto enjoyed has been the 
longest, so was the suffering the most wide- 
spread and enduring. This was the situation 
with which we were confronted a year ago, 
and which has gradually developed since. It 
was not merely a crop failure, but a fodder 
famine on an enormous ecale, followed in 
many parts by a positive devastation of cattle 
—both plough cattle, buffaloes, and milch 
kine. In other words, it affected, and may 
almost be said to have annihilated, the work- 
ing capital of the agricultural classes. It 
struck some of them when they were still 
down from the effects of the recent shock. It 
struck others who had never before known 
what calamity was, and who were crushed and 
shattered by the suddenness and directness of 
the blow. It attacked native States to 
whose Durbars had never previously been 
brought home the obligation of famine relief 
on an extended scale, and whose dearth of ad- 
ministrative staff was enhanced hy the poverty 
of their financial resources. ItJaid its hand upon 
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primitive hill men, unused to diseipline or 
restraint, impulsive, improvident, lazy, living 
in an almost barbarous state in wild and inac- 
cessible jungles. It sharpened the lurking 
nomadic instinct of wandering tribes, and sent 
them aimlessly drifting about the country, a 
terror to the famine officer and an incubus to 
the camps. For a year it never left hold ofits 
victims; and one half of the year had not elapsed 
before famine had brought itsfamiliarattendant 
furies in its train ; and cholera, dysentery and 
fever had fallen upon an already exhausted 
and enfeebled pepallasion. This is the picture 
of suffering that India has presented during 
the past year. We must investigate 
and report upon the various public works that 
have sed undertaken in the course of the 
recent famine, and must provide for the execu- 
tion of a continuous programme of preventive 
works in the future.’ 


That is the only line in the speech of 
the Viceroy which speaks of prevention. 
Then he goes on to say— 


‘In this connection I would remind my 
hearers that the last Famine Commission, in 
their Report, devoted much attention to the 
matter. Unfortunately the recert famine 
came upon us before their recommendations 
had had time to bear fruit, and in the rush 
and hurry of the overwhelming calamity of 
the pe year works had often to be impro- 
vised, so to speak, in a moment, to meet the 
demands of a particular area, whether the 
work was or was not likely to be of perma- 
nent value. Against this danger we shall 
require to guard by insisting upon the metho- 
dical preparation of district programmes, and 
upon the formation of provincial branches, to 
be charged with this special duty. Railway 
earthwork has been pretty well exhausted 
for the present. More roads exist than can 
be properly kept up. But there are few parts 
of the country where works for the storage of 
water are not practicable. They may not, 
probably will not, be directly remunerative. 
But if such a work will conduce to greater 
security of the crops, and if it can be main- 
tained at a moderate cost, it is just the sort 
of work which should be taken up or kept in 
hand for an emergency. No direct programme 
of relief should be considered complete until 
every possible irrigation or water storage 
scheme in the district has been examined, 
until a definite opinion has been come to as 
to its practicability and utility, and until 
detailed plans and estimates have been pre- 
pared for every accepted scheme. a 
So far as recent information goes, the total 
cost of the famine of 1899-1900 will have 
been :— 


British India :— £ £ 

Direct relief outlay - 6,390,000 
Loss of revenue and 

compensation for 

dearness - - - 3,240,000 
Loans and advances to 

landholders and 

Native States - - 4,260,000 


——— 13,890,000 
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Native States :— 
Relief, expenditure, 


and loss of revenue, 
over and above the 
3,000,0007. lent by 
the Government = - (approxi- 
mately 
about) 4,500,000 
How much time is required for the 
Report of a Royal Commission to bear 
fruit on a question of this kind? Twenty 
years after a Royal Commission reported 
on a series of preventive schemes we 
have been through the greatest famine 
that has ever occurred in India. The 
Viceroy says a small famine Commission 
was appointed in the latter part of 1900 
to report on four points. They are all 
points with regard to inquiry into relief, 
and not a single instruction was given 
to report as to prevention. Suppose we 
keep up the ratio of these famines of 
which I have been speaking, the number 
who will die in the first quarter of this 
century, 1900 to 1925, will be over 
50,000,000. What did the Famine Com- 
mission recommend ? I quote from the 
Report of the Commission itself— 
“Among the means which may be adopted 
for giving India direct protection from famine 
arising from drought the first place must 
ey be assigned to works of irriga- 
These words are quoted and reiterated 
by the Commission of 1898—twenty 
years afterwards. The Commission 
recommends that these works should 
be prosecuted as energetically as may 


he consistent with true economy. I 
do not care how much you spend 
on irrigation. It is the most pro- 


fitable method in which to invest 
the vast surpluses of which the noble 
Lord is so proud to-day. What I want 
to ask the noble Lord is, whether. since 
1888, irrigation has had the first place 
in the mind of the Indian Government ? 
How much have we spent on irrigation ? 
A capital expenditure of £60,000,000 
has gone for railways, and £10,000,000 
only for irrigation. That is irrigation 
first, I suppose! One sixth only, as 
compared with railways, which in them- 
selves do not cause a single ear of corn 
to grow. Railways have been pushed 
on too rapidly for an agricultural and 
poor country like India. There are few 
parts of the country where the storage 
of water is not practicable. I call upon 
the Government to carry out the recom- 
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mendation of their own Commission and 
put irrigation first. What have the 
Government been doing all these years ? 
They have been busy improving relief 
and neglecting prevention. They pre- 
pared a famine code so elaborate and 
far-reaching that they boasted that never 
again would millions die during a famine. 
I have nothing but praise for the code 
as a piece of administration. It is as fine 
a piece of administration as ever came 
from the Civil Service. What is their 
record? I have already shown the loss 
of life that has occurred. The Agricul- 
tural Department is not a bad depart- 
ment at all, but what has it done ? 
Take, for instance, Sir James Caird’s 
proposition that to keep pace with the 
growth of the population there should 
be an increased production from the 
soil of a bushel per acre in each ten 
years. What has been done to ensure 
this ? Practically nothing. The Agricul- 
tural Department for all India has been 
strengthened, but has done nothing ; 
while the Madras Department has fallen 
into the background. For the soil and 
the people, save a little irrigation, 
nothing has been done. Meanwhile the 
land revenue has been maintained by 
three things. First, the additional yield 
from such new land as was brought into 
irrigation, the dry land meanwhile 
yielding less and less. In the central 
provinces the estimated yield of wheat 
per acre in the year 1896-7 from irri- 
gated and dry land was 600 Ibs., 
while the actual yield was only 390lbs., 
and for the four subsequent years 405lbs., 
322lbs., 229]bs., and 307lbs.. or an 
average of 350lbs. The second cause of 
the maintenance of the Land Revenue 
was the annexation of new territories ; 
but the most important was the help 
of the money-lender. I put a question to 
a noble Lord on 15th March last. which 
brought out these facts. In Surat last 
year, out of 95 per cent. of land revenue 
collected, 85 per cent. was received by 
the Government direct from the money- 
lender. The whole of the district is 
practically in the hands of the money- 
lender, yet all the use they seem to have 
for the money-lender is to pass drastic 
legislation, such as the Land Alienation 
Act in the Punjab, and a like Act in 
Bombay, and so make borrowing more 
difficult. Where would the Govern- 
ment ke but for the money-lender ? 
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‘They are sawing off the branch on which | deprive their holdings of that market- 
they roost at its junction with the trunk, able value which they have so long 
-and will come a heavy cropper as the work | possessed. The Bill has produced a 
of their own hand. Why should they | grave and wide-spread discontent, it is 
not establish agricultural banks by which | regarded as a confiscation of tenant-right 
‘the curse of India may be abolished 1?) over a large part of the country, and it 
The noble Lord and his colleagues have | may lead to the most lamentable conse- 
reduced India to the condition of aj} quences. The Bill was referred to a 
country so rack-rented that only the | Select Committee of the Bombay Council, 
money-lender last year stood between! and the minority of that Committee 
them and financial ruin. |dissented from the Report on the Bill, 
A Bill is now before the Bombay Legisla- | In the Minute of dissent they say— 
ture called the Land Revenue Bill. Inthe| «We regret we are unable to sign the report 
year 1895-6, the Bombay Government ‘which a majority of the members of the Select 


closed with a clean _ balance-sheet ; oo have adopted. The Bill, we fear, 
‘. : ; 5 | has little to recommend it beyond the inten- 
virtually the whole of the land revenue tions of Government. At the same time it is 


was realised. Then followed the famines | obviously capable of being so worked as to 
of 1897 and 1900, and the cultiva- | revolutionise the existing Jand tenure over a 


tors are now heavily in arrear. The large and constantly increasing area of the 
¢ | Presidency. Its leading principles are open 


arrears of the land revenue due from | to serious objection ; and its introduction at 
them are said to be about 134 lakhs of | the present juncture has been widely mis- 
Tupees, corresponding to nearly one understood and has been attended with results 


“77° SOR : ., | Which all must deplore. The public have had 
million pounds sterling ; and these | hardly any time to examine the precise 


arrears are due from about one-third of | character and scope of the measure and formu- 
the cultivated lands of the entire pro- late their objections—the Bill having been first 


vince. The obvious duty of the Govern- | Published only on the 18th May last, and that, 

ata , ‘Sasage Lin eee | too, simply in the English language. Mean- 

ment of Bombay alter such a Uerrible | while a vague feeling of ee ee 
( 


calamity is to grant remissions, but I unwarranted so far as the intentions of Govern- 
am alarmed to find from the Indian ment are concerned—prevails everywhere, both 
. ae Bal among agriculturists and  sowears, the 
papers that a different policy seems to be former imagining that the Bill threatens their 
contemplated. The Government have roprietary rights over their holdings and the 
legally the right to sell the defaulting latter being under the impression that it will 
holdings for arrears, and they are taking | eventually lead to a partial contiscation of 
Rte MD 1 haw ened | their property. Under the circumstances we 
power under the Di lave menoned | fee] bound to recommend that the Bill should 
‘to resettle them without those tenant- | be dropped altogether, or that at any rate its 
rights which they have hitherto possessed. | further consideration should be postponed until 
In other words, the grave calamity of | 2&*t year.” 
recent years is being taken advantage I sincerely trust the noble Lord will pay 
‘of to pass a law which, if enforced, will| some attention to this Minute of the 
deprive one-third of the tenantry of| native members of the Council, and 
Bombay of those rights of sale and | that the Bill will not be pressed. 
mortgage with respect to their holdings| I have taken up the time of the House 
which they have enjoyed under British | much longer than I intended, but there 
tule for over half a century. Since the} is another point to which I wish briefly 
days of Elphinstone, Lord Canning,|to refer. The Excise policy of the 
= . ae, . . 3 
and Lord Lawrence the policy of the; Government in India undoubtedly 
British Government has been to foster | stimulates very largely the  con- 
and create proprietary rights in the|sumption of intoxicating liquor. 
cultivators of the soil, and now, all of a) The shops for the sale of intoxicants are 
sudden,in a year of unprecedented distress | practically a Government monopoly, 
and famine, the new Bill seeks to extin-| and the consumption of intoxicants has 
guish these rights over one-third of a/ practically doubled in the last twenty-five 
Jarge and populous province. The tenants | years. The Government, instead of 
of Bombay may be poor, and may | stimulating the consumption of intoxi- 
be indebted to their money-lenders, but | cants, should stimulate the consumption 
‘the proper course to relieve them would | of quinine. Having the liquor trade in 
‘be to moderate the land revenue, and to | their own hands, and having no vested 
-grant remissions after famine, not to | interests to buy out, they could abolish 
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all the liquor shops to-morrow. The 
people of India are practically total 
abstainers, and probably 250 millions 
out of 300 millions have never tasted 
liquor in the course of their lives. In 
talking on this subject with the Finance 
Minister in Caleutta he said to me—* If 
we abolish the liquor shops what are we 
todo to get revenue?” I said—‘‘ That 
is your business, not mine; but by your 
present excise policy you are encourag- 
ing the people to take drink for food, 
and the certain result of that is the 


degeneration, demoralisation, and im- 
poverishment of the people.” I hope 


the noble Lord, before he leaves office, 
will do something to diminish this evil, 
and that more money will be spent than 
now on irrigation. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): The 
hon. Gentleman who last addressed the 
House, the hon. Member for Camborne, 
referred to the subject of India as being 
a very interesting and vital subject, and 
he found it difficult, he said, to keep his 
observations within the limits he desired, 
because of the interest he takes in every 
branch of the question, I do not think 
[ shall experience so much difficulty. I}! 
do not rise with the view of answering | 
the hon. Gentleman on a great many 
of the points to which he called attention, 
but there is one thing upon which | 
should like to meet him point blank. He | 
charged my noble friend with what he | 
called optimism. I do not know what | 
is meant by that expression. If it 
means that my noble friend and his prede- 
cessors have always painted Indian 
finance in colours which are too favour- 
able, then I say the optimists are those 
who have spoken the truth, and the 








pessimists are those who have been in- | 


If there be | 


accurate in their forecasts. 
any person who is entitled to congratu- 
late himself and the House upon the 
position of affairs in India at this moment 
it is my noble friend. In this year 1901 
we have presented to us accounts show- 
ing a far more favourable state of affairs 
than could have been predicted, or that 
any reasonable person would have ven- 
tured to predict had he known the 
unfavourable influences at work during 
the year which has been under review. 
I should like to know, if my hon. friend 
opposite considers my noble friend an 
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in which he has described the situation 
which he had-to unfold, what he would 
eall a Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
had such a state of affairs to present to 
this House with regard to this country 
with influences so adverse to him as my 
noble friend has had to combat. I 
venture to say my noble friend, having 
regard to the facts he had to unfold, 

was studiously moderate in his state- 

ment, and I repudiate the charge of 
optimism which has been brought 
against him. The hon. Member oppo- 
site said a great portion of the financial 
success of India was due to the army 
charges having been so much reduced. 
There was no doubt about that, but the 
hon. Gentleman adduced from that the 
argument that if the army was not 
wanted it should not be retained, and he 
asked, Was it safe to withdraw these 
troops? The answer to that, I suppose, 


| is that it was safe, or they would not have 


been withdrawn ; but surely the hon. 


| Gentleman would recognise the difference: 


between withdrawing temporarily troops 
who could be brought back at a moment’s 
notice and reducing the number of 
troops permanently. 


Mr. CAINE: If my hon. friend will 
allow me to explain, what I advocated 
was that the cost of these 20,000 troops 
should be transferred, but that they 
should be retained in India as a reserve 
for the defence of the Eastern portion of 
the Empire. 


*Mr. COHEN : They are retained there, 

in the first place, for contingencies 
which might happen, and which have 
happened, but which are becoming less 
probable, and if my hon. friend recog- 
nises that, I am sure he will at once 
acknowledge that the charge of these 
troops could not be borne by the Imperial 
Exchequer. 


Mr. CAINE: The Indian army, with 
out these troops, is sufficient to preserve 
law and order in India. 


*Mr. COHEN: There was one expres- 
sion which just escaped my hon. friend 
on which I should join issue with him. 
He says you do not require this large 
army; that 30,000 troops would be 
more than enough to preserve law and 
roder. That is not what the army is. 
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there for at all. Troops in India are not | Bengal-Nagpur Railway poured in supplies of 


called out to keep order in a street | rays ortne- ab oire of sie which pene- 

; 7 | trated far into the interior. In 1897 this source 
squabble ; they are called out for the | of supply was wanting, and the more expensive 
protection of the frontiers, and it would | rice from Burma was the chief food-stuff 


not be safe if they were withdrawn. || brought in. In the famine of 1897, when ex- 
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press that view, because an injurious 
effect would be created if it was believed 
that troops were kept in India for a pur- 
pose for which they are not: used at all. 
There is one other point to which I wish 
to allude. My hon. friend opposite has 
charged my noble friend with taking an 
optimistic view of Indian affairs of 
finance and the social religious wellbeing 
of the native races. Our belief in that 
view does not proceed at all from any 
-diminished solicitude for the welfare of 
all the native classes throughout the 
Indian Empire. 

I pass now from the rather formal 
attack, or reflection, of my hon. friend 
opposite on the Indian Government to 


against the Indian Government in con- 
nection with the dire troubles which 
they had to combat. I can sum it up in 
one pregnant sentence. We have em- 
braced measures of relief, and are said to 
have neglected measures of prevention. 
I think there ought to have been a little 
more evidence before such a charge as 
that was made. I have studied with 
very close attention the Indian Papers 
irculated before the Indian Budget, 
cand I claim that the policy of Lord Curzon 
has not only not been open to the charge 
of neglecting protection, but if there has 
been any particular characteristic which 
has distinguished the versatility of Lord 
Curzon in this matter it is the progress 
he has made in works for provision 
against famine, and the success which 
has attended his efforts. 

Now I claim, and I[ think my hon. 
friend opposite will agree with me, that 
the two principal, if not the two only 
preventive measures against famine 
are railways and irrigation. With re- 
gard to irrigation, I think my hon. 
friend is not very fair to the Viceroy, 
and I should like to read two sentences | 
from a speech by the Viceroy— 


“I will quote the words of the Chief Commis- 
sioner, Mr. Fraser, with reference to the recent 
famine. ‘It’s impossible,’ he writes, ‘to over- 
estimate the benefits which railway extension 
has conferred upon the provinces. If Chattis- 
garh, for instance, had not been opened up by | 
railways, it is horrifying tothink of what might | 
have occurred. The recent extensions of the | 


Mr. Cohen. 


the concrete charge which he brought | 


| ports were carried away in the early months, 
| the Chattisgarh people pointed to the railways 
| as an exaggeration of their ills. In this famine 
they have regarded them as their salvation, 
Within one year the railways have brought into 
the province grain enough to feed three 
millions of people for a year.’ Now this isa 
very instructive quotation, for it shows how in 
1897, when the Chattisgarh people held fairly 
large stocks, they resented the depletion of 
these by the railway and a rise in prices later 
on. On the other hand, in 1899 there was in 
over two-thirds of Chattisgarh no crop at all. 
| Where, I wonder, in such a case would the 
grain-pits have been? On this occasion, had 
it not been for the railway, the entire popula- 
tion would have perished like flies.” 


| Mr. CAINE: My only complaint is 


| that for one part spent on irrigation 
| seven parts are spent on railways. 


Mr. COHEN: So far as I am con- 
| cerned, if I had to place one before the 
other, I should place railways first and 
irrigation second, and the testimony 
|of Mr. Fraser, the Chief Commissioner 
| quoted by the Viceroy, which I, have 
just read, is sufficient to show what the 
railways have done for the prevention 
of famine. I do not wish to elaborate it; 
| it must be perfectly clear that the ex- 


|tension of railways, if not a_ pro 
'tection against famine itself, tends 
to a mitigation of its ravages. There 
is a delusion that railways tend to 
increase the price of grain stuffs. 


They only tend to equalise them, and 
bring grain stuffs within reach of famine- 
stricken districts, and I rejoice to know 
that the present Viceroy has determined 
to proceed with this energetic policy 
with regard to the extension of railways, 
which, as I have already said, has so 
brilliantly characterised this distinguished 
Viceroy. A few years ago there were 
only 5,000 miles of railway in India, 
now there are 25,000 miles at work, 
and I believe that the more this railway 
policy is pursued, without regard to the 
fact whether the railway passes through 
fertile or barren districts, the greater 
will be the protection against these 
terrible visitations of famine to which 
it seems certain India is bound to be 
intermittently exposed. I congratulate 
my noble friend on the position which 
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Indian finance has attained, and upon} 
its comparative stability, which I attri- | 
bute to two causes. In the first instance, | 
I attribute it to the stability of the | 
exchange, and I do not think | ought to | 
refer to that without paying a tribute | 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Member | 
for East Wolverhampton, the predecessor | 
of my noble friend in his office, for the | 
splendid services he rendered in this 
regard. I believe they laid the founda- 
tion of the stability for Indian credit. 
The Viceroy of India explained that 
it was his constant desire to promote 
the flow of British capital into India. 
Let me tell the House that the flow of 
British capital into India does not need 
any encouragement. It is a thing which 
we should be powerless to prevent, so 
long as the exchange is stable. The 
moment people know they can get their 
money back whenever they want it they 
never do want it ; given stability in the 
exchange, capital will flow into India. 
Nothing can stop it. If I differ from 
any expression in the speech of the 
Viceroy to the Legislative Council I 
differ, and I do so with all humility, 
with him in the idea of separating rail- 
ways likely to be flourishing from those 
which do not pass through such fertile 
districts. I do not think he ought to 
do that. I think capital ought to be 
tempted to Indian railways, provided 
there is reasonable security that the 
money can always be paid back, and pro- 
vided there is a reasonable return for the 
investment. The error made in former 
times is where contracts were made 
whereby Indian investors were assured 
of a handsome income where things 
went wrong, and a more handsome 
income where things went right. That 
s not right. They ought to be assured 
of a reasonable return for their capital : 
more is not needed, and more should not 
be given. It is a matter of indifference 
whether the railways pass through barren 
or fertile districts, and I hope they will be 
encouraged, because, a reasonable return 
having been given for the capital, the 
balance ought to go to the Indian Govern- 
ment. I can only congratulate my 
noble friend on the satisfactory state- 
ment he had to make to this House, and 
I hope in the future, as in the past, it 
will be the luck of my noble friend always 
to be what is called optimistic, because 
he has always been accurate in his 
forecasts. 





{16 AuGusT 1901} 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): We cannot get over 
the fact that the total loss in revenue 
on concessions of railways in India is 
fifty millions of tens of rupees, although 
it may be contended that the indirec 
gain to thecountry has more than com- 
pensated for a part of that. But, how- 
ever that may be, I was glad to hear 
one thing, which was that the noble 
Lord had employed an expert to examine 
into the financial working of the railways 
in India, and I am assured that such 
action will bear useful fruit in the future. 
I desire to associate myself with every 
word that has been said with regard 
to the action Lord Curzon has main- 
tained since he has been appointed to the 
position of Viceroy. It fell to my lot 
in 1898 to express, so far as this side of 
the House was concerned, our hopes with 
regard to that appointment. Every- 
thing we then said and every hope we 
expressed has been fulfilled, and more 
than fulfilled, by the capacity and energy, 
the courage and wisdom of Lord Curzon, 
under circumstances of unexampled 
difficulty which have up to now met his 
administration. I am not now going 
to refer in detail to the famine, although 
I cannot help thinking with the hon. 
Member for the Camborne Division that 
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‘the House to-night did not grasp suffi 


ciently the seriousness of the case. I 
still think it is better to go to the root 
of the scourge of India than to con- 
stantly attempt temporary remedies. We 
are face to face with a serious question. 
If famine is to recur in India as fre- 
quently in the future as it has in the 
past, the outlook for India is dismal 
indeed. I am not a pessimist. I think 
it is possible to take reasonable and wise 
steps for preventing famine, and it is 
possible to resist the evil consequences to 
a large extent, but I venture to lay down 
the proposition, with which I think no 
one will disagree, that it will be necessary 
that the administrative policy of the 
Government of India in the future in 
dealing with famine should be wiser thau 
it has been in the past in its endeavour 
to meet and minimise these terrible 
calamities which so frequently occur in 
the heart of that great empire. There 
are only two points to which I should 
like to direct attention with respect 
to this question, and they arise out of the 
delay in the publication of the Report of 
the Famine Commission of 1899. The 
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noble Lord said at question time that the | presented at a reasonably early period. 
reason of the delay was that the questions If that was considered necessary when 
raised were of so complicated a nature the Act of 1858 was framed, how much 
that the Government had not yet had/ more necessary is it that the spirit 
time to decide as to the action to be taken, of that section should be carried out 
but the publication of the Report would to-day. I move forward now to the 
not involve the Government in the neces- Select Committee appointed in 1871, on 
sity of deciding what action they were to the motion of Sir Harry Foster. That 
take. The other point is with regardtothe |Committee sat until 1874, and made 
Bombay Land Revenue Bill. Lamnotin the following recommendation on this 
a position to argue the merits of that case, point— 

but I think, having regard to theserious- —,, Think ao arvangement would be autiafactory 


ness of the matter, it was a reasonable | unless the Committee on Indian Accounts was 
request that was made by the members appointed within three weeks of the opening 


of the Committee which discussed the ©! each session.” 


Bill that a delay should take place before { asked the noble Lord the other day 
the Bill is passed. [I still hope it is pos- whether hehad considered the advisability 
sible for the Government to consider of carrying out the recmomendations 
the possibility of granting a delay. of the Commission of 1898 on Indian 
I now desire to say a few words with | expenditure ; that was with regard to 
regard to the motion which I put down changing the financial year, and making 
on the Paper, namely— the end the 3lst December instead of 
“To call attention to the lack of parliamen- the 30th March. The noble Lord said 
tary facilities for the discussion of Indian ques- the Select Committee of 1871 had 
tions; and to move, That this House views reported against it, which was quite 
with grave concern the lack of parliamentary true; but it reported most strongly in 
facilities for the consideration of Indian ques- favour of the principle I have just re- 
tions, and is of opinion that no arrangement : EE 
will be satisfactory which does not provide that ferred to, namely, that this statement 
the appointment of the Committee on the might be made within three weeks of 
Indian A :counts takes place at sucha period of | the opening of each session. 
the session as to afford adequate time for the What are the difficulties in the way 
discussion of Indian affairs. : : : dhe! 
of carrying this out? The Indian 
[ was rather astonished at the remark system of keeping accounts is generally 
made by the noble Lord that experi- considered one of the most perfect in 
ence had proved to him that the the world. The advantages of the 
House is taking an increased interest change would be two-fold. In the first 
in the affairs of India ; that statement is | place, there would be many advantages 
in strong contrast with the continuance from the Indian standpoint. The state- 
of this kind of thing year after year, and | ment in India would be laid before the 
I think the appearance of the House Legislative Council early in January, 
to-night shows that that statement |in the cool season of the year, and the 
ought to be explained and qualified in | making of the financial year to close at 
certain points. I cannot help thinking the end of December would help rather 
that until something is done to enable | than put difficulties in the way of those 
us to come more frequently into close) ngaged in carrying out the financial 
contact with Indian affairs it will be) policy of the Government of India. 
impossible to stimulate Members of this, From a parliamentary standpoint the 
House in this matter. What has hap-| advantages would be obvious. The 
pened in the last forty years? Thecon- attention of the House of Commons 
trolling statute with reference to the pre- | would be drawn to Indian affairs at an 
sentation to this House of the East India | early period of the session, and I believe, 
Revenue Accounts is the Act of 1858,| with the improved opportunities for 
but I venture to say that what Section | debate, there would be created a new 
53 of that Act lays down as necessary | interest in Indian affairs, a new capacity 
to be done in regard to the publication | for dealing with them, and an increase in 
of Indian finance in this House makes the power of Parliament really to help 
it clear that the intention of that Act | and encourage those charged with the 
was that these accounts should be administration of that great dependency. 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 
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The noble Lord stated the other day 
that he had sent out the recommendation 
of the Commission of 1898 to the Govern- 
ment of India, but they were not at 
present prepared to advise in favour of 
it. I submit that in a matter of this 


1257 


kind, which concerns firstly and chiefly | 


this House, it is not the Government of 

India, but the House of Commons that 

should decide the question. 

case as 
under 


Let me give one concrete 
an example of the difficulty 


the present system in the way of this | 


House getting an opportunity of con- 
sidering most important points of policy. 
I refer to the new frontier arrangements. 
As far as I understand the proposal, 
it is a good plan, but it cannot be denied 
that it involves more than one important 
issue of considerable interest. To begin 
with, there is the substitution of military 
rule for civil government. But we have 
not had an opportunity of learning the 
facts or of considering the situation in 
recard to that matter. Lord Curzon 
has referred to the publication of the 
proposals of the Government of India 
with regard to the matter, and he also 
said in March that the Secretary of 
State had given his consent. 
last I asked the noble Lord when he 
would be in a position to lay Papers on 
the subject, and he replied that he 
would not be in a position to do that, 
because he had not received a reply from 
the Government of India to a_pre- 
vious despatch of his. I hope he will 
now be able to give some information 
on that specific point, and also inform 
the House as to the exact position with 
regard to these new arrangements. | 
believe we are all agreed that some 


change should be made, so that we might | 


be enabled to discuss Indian affairs more 


frequently and at an earlier period of | 


the session; the only question is as to 
the way in which the idea can best be 
carried out. The Select Committee of 
1874 made a recommendation which, 
if given effect to, would practically 
answer our purpose. If, however, there 
is any doubt in the mind of the Govern- 
ment as to what should be done. would 
it not be a good plan to appoint at an 
early date a small Committee, composed 


of Members of this House and repre- | 


sentatives of the Government of India, | 


to make a recommendation on this | 
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| specifie point? 1 believe that such a 
decision would be of real value both to 
| the Government of India and to the good 
‘administration of the affairs of the 
' country. 


*Mr. J. E. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): 
iI am sorry to introduce a somewhat 
jarring note into the chorus of con- 
gratulation to-night, but for a year past 
| I have had a friendly controversy with 
ithe noble Lord, and I hope he will not 
take any remarks I may make (on 
fa matter of business) as a personal re- 
‘flection upon himself. This time last 
' year the House sanctioned an expendi- 
| ture of £34,800,000 to repay the share- 
| holders of the Great Indian Peninsula 
| Railway. The Government, however, 
exercised their right of selecting another 
method of repayment by deciding on 
bree ny instead of a cash payment, 
and in the calculation involved in finding 
out the correct *‘ rate of interest ” in con- 
nection with these annuities a blunder 
has taken place by which trustees, 
| widows and orphans, and penny-banks, 
| and insurance offices have amongst them 
lost towards £3,000,000. I believe that 
this is due to want of care on the part 
of the India Office, a want of thorough 
personal responsibility in the solution of 
this contract, and also by an error of 
judgment in an almost equally influential 
quarter—namely, the Bank of England. 
Last autumn I addressed a letter of 
warning to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, to which I received a courteous 
reply concluding with the remark that 
it was impossible for the Chancellor 
'of the Exchequer to interfere as the 
contract, he had been informed, had 
been settled according to precedent. 
I shall be able to explain that the in- 
| formation given to the right hon. Gentle- 
/man had no foundation in fact, and it is 
| because, indeed, I am convinced, all the 
| 








precedents for twenty years have been 
violated that I am bringing the matter 
up to-night. This House has a Parlia- 
mentary responsibility for the correct 
determination of these contracts, for 
the actual terms of repayment were 
omitted from the Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway Bill (indeed, were then un- 
known), and have never yet been 
scrutinised or passed by the House of 
Commons, but only others, dummy 


3A 
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terms, which have not been acted on. 
The contract now under investigation 
is the fourth since 1880, and the pre- 
vious three have been harmoniously 
settled between the high contracting 
parties without a murmur of dispute 
or discontent. For twenty years these 
Parliamentary and Departmental _ pre- 


cedents have ruled the investments of | 


insurance offices, trustees, penny-banks, 


and so on, and those persons who 
bought their securities on a Parlia- 
mentary guarantee that those clear, 


just, and harmonious precedents would 
be maintained, have now been deceived, 
and have lost their money. Fortunately 
for my argument the noble Lord has done 
almost as bad a thing as to write a book. 


lor, twenty-two years ago, he presided : 


over a Select Committee, and on reading 
the Report of that East Indian Rail- 
ways Select Committee and the evidence 
then given by men so eminent as the pre- 
sent Prime Minister, Lord Cranbrook, 
Mr. Cave Brown, Sir Julian Danvers, and 
other authorities on these financial sub- 
jects, | find myself in complete accord 
with that Committee as to precedents 
and practice. The noble Lord’s memory 
has misled him—— 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : No, it has not. 


*Mr. J. EK. GORDON: Yesterday | 
put this very pertinent question to the 
noble Lord— 

“ Whether he is now prepared to publish the 
manner of calculating the rate of interest used 
in connection with the amount of Great Indian 
Railway Company’s annuities; whether it was 
identical with the process employed when the 
Indian Government terminated the lease and 
repaid the capital of the Scinde and Eastern 
Bengal railway companies ; and if not, what 
cause there was for altering the precedents of 
the past twenty years.” 

In reply, the noble Lord stated— 

“The Secretary of State has no knowledge 
of the manner in which the rate of interest 
was calculated by the Governors of the Bank 
of England in any of the cases mentioned.” 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Hear, hear. 


*Mr. J. E. GORDON: I am sorry the 
noble Lord accepts the answers which 
have been put into his hands. He will 
be sorry for it * in the morning.” 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Pardon me, I 
am responsible. 


Mr. J, E. Gordon. 
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*Mr. J. E. GORDON : The noble Lord 
is no doubt officially responsible for an 
answer acknowledging his own ignorance 
of the very data upon which three 
great financial contracts have been 
settled. Moreover he is not prepared 
to justify his position to the shareholders, 
for whom, indeed, he is trustee, nor is 
he able to stand at that Table as the 
guardian for the finances of India and 
say his bargain is an equitable one alike 
for buyer andseller. That is the position 
set up by the answer, and | regret that 
the noble Lord accepts it. But | turn to 
page 61 of the Report of the noble Lord’s 
Select Committee, and there I find that 
authorities far higher than myself agree 
with me and differ from the noble Lord, 
The attitude of the noble Lord is that 
he has no responsibility or knowledge. 
He shifts the responsibility to the Bank 
of England, and that is where the mis- 
take has occurred. In answer to Mr. 
Henry Fawcett, the present Lord Cran- 
brook (then I presume Secretary of State 
for India), stated that the Secretary of 
State “was not bound to consult the 
Bank in any way,” and if at all,“ only for 
consultation as to the money market “-— 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Lord Cran- 
brook was speaking of an arrangement 
made outside the contract. 


*Mr. J. E. GORDON : The noble Lord’s 
memory fails him again, for he has for a 
long time told me that this East Indian 
Railway Company’s settlement, so elabo- 
rated before the Select Committee, was an 
cxeeptional termination, and that the 
terms there laid down were not to be 
taken as precedents for future settle- 
ments. If the noble Lord would read the 
Report again, and more carefully, he 
would find that this limitation of prece- 
'dent, though correct as to new condi- 
tions and arrangements with fresh 
shareholders, ete., has no reference to 


the “rate of interest’? which governs 
‘this annuity question in the con- 
‘tract. On being asked as to whether 


the Bank of England had any respon- 
sibility, Lord Cranbrook answered “ not 
as arbitrators in any sense of the word.” 
He then says “ the Bank of England has 
| nothing to do with the principle,” but 
‘it is indeed this principle that the noble 
Lord has handed over to one fallible and 
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unchecked gentleman (outside of the 
India Office) with such disastrous results. 
He ought to have faced this responsi- 
bility and dealt with the principle as him- 
self a trustee, not only for the finances 
of India, but for the shareholders. Again, 
Lord Cranbrook went on to say “the 
Bank of England has nothing to do 
with the interpretation.” The noble 
Lord, then, differs from his predecessor, 
and has handed over to the Governor 
of the Bank of England the interpreta- 
tion of this principle, which has cost 
the company nearly £3,000,000. The 
Governor of the Bank of England 
has, I believe, made a_ mistake 
with reference to the rate of interest. 


He would probably tell you so himself. | 


I have no difficulty in lodging the 
responsibility in the right quarter, 
because when the India Office refused to 
accept it, I naturally applied to the Bank 


of England, and I have had replies as- | 


suring me that the Bank of England has 
no responsibility for what the noble Lord 
says they have every responsibility. The 
truth is that the functions of the Bank 
of England have been acted on in haste, 
in error, and beyond their proper sphere. 
Documents were laid before the House 
last session, when the India Office gave 
the Bank warning that they might pre- 
sently be asked to determine this ques- 
tion, but the Governor of the Bank of 
Egnland, unfortunately, without consult- 
ing the parties interested so deeply or 


considering the precedents, blurted out | 


an answer to a question which Parlia- 
mentary Papers prove had never been 
put to him. .The question put to the 
Bank of England was a very simple one, 
namely: Tell us what the average rate of 


interest has been during the last two. 


years on the Government debt of India. 


The answer to this question for the last | 


two years of the contract was about 
£3 5s. There were £112,000,000 of 
debt, at 34, 3, and 24 per cent., and the 
average works out at about 3} per cent. 
Here is where the error has been com- 
mitted. The contract question is, What 
is the rate of interest “received” in 
London? ‘ Received* by whom? By 
the “receivers” of Government divi- 
dends, by the holders of Government 
stock ? 
answered. The reply from the Bank of 
England I have in my hand. It is— 


“T am directed to say that the Governors 
have undertaken the duty imposed upon them, 
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That question has not yet been | 
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|} and have determined that the average rate of 


| interest received “by persons who invested ” 
in the three India sterling stocks, viz., 34 per 
cent., 3 per cent., and 24 per cent. during the 
| two years ending 3lst December last is 
| £2 17s. per cent.” 
| The truth is that the Governor of the 
| Bank of England by inadvertence finds 
| out, not the average rate “ received” on 
| £112,000,000 by the holders of Govern- 
ment stock, but the interest ‘‘ received 
by investors,” who are a different and 
smaller class of persons, probably less 
than one-fifth of the contract whole. 
The noble Lord is refusing responsibility 
which I maintain still rests and will 
remain upon him to see that this contract 
iis fulfilled. He tells us he does not 
know the exact methods of a great 
financial operation for which he has paid 
£35,000,000. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: No.  Parlia- 
ment says that the governor or the 
deputy governor shall decide. I have 
‘left the decision to the governor and 
deputy governor. The hon. Member and 
his friends chose to appeal to a court of 
law ; the decision has been given against 
them, and the hon. Gentleman should 
explain why he is now bringing it before 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. J. E. GORDON : This precedent 
since 1880 has been established as a 
solemn Government and Parliamentary 
obligation, and it has been practically 
followed in the case of the Scinde and 
Eastern Bengal Railways. I am not a 
director of any company, and | will 
state why I have taken the matter up. 
From 1875 to 1890 I had an oppor- 
tunity of knowing every possible view 
that came from the India Office, the 
Banks, and the railway companies, and | 
| was shocked to see at the end of twenty 
years of precedents so gross a departure. 
also the refusal of the India Office even 
to tell the shareholders why their terms 
should be 15 or 20 per cent. less than 
the contract terms, or why the India 
Office accepted without intelligent 
scrutiny an obvious and unexpected 
misinterpretation of the contract on 
the part of the Bank of England. 
As to the law courts, the case is 
'a very complicated one, and the 
' Report of that Select Committee will tell 
| you that a contract made with the East 
‘India Company fifty years ago is natur- 
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ally most obscure. The law court’s view 
was simply on a small issue, and on the 
second alternative only, before a Chancery 
Judge. Iam not going to discuss what 
happened there, but it was very amusing 
to see one of His Majesty’s Judges ex- 


plaining that the obscurity of this con- | 
tract was so dense that he must have, 
fresh alternative | 


time to discover a 
interpretation, and yet to those who 
knew the contract the matter had 
been for twenty years as clear as day- 
light. There is a moral responsibility 
attaching to a matter of this kind, and I 
do not think the noble Lord’s political 


conscience will be satisfied until he has! 


found out for himself the details as to 
how this contract has been wound up. 
So far from the noble Lord’s view as to 
method being correct, I find that in para- 


graph seventeen of his Select Committee | 


the interest of all the obligations was 
taken at par, and it was not taken at 
‘investors’ premium prices. Putting 
aside my own views, which are of very 
slight importance compared with those 
of Lord Cranbrook and the noble Lord 
himself, I think I have established a 
case to ask the noble Lord, in the 
defence of the parliamentary routine and 
honour of this House, and in defence of 
the India Office, to make full and public 
inquiry into this matter. If the India 
Office does not know of these affairs, | 
think | am justified in asking the noble 
Lord to make inquiries. 
know, the Bank of England ought to 
know, and the Public ought to be in- 
formed, and if he inquires he will then 
be able with a good departmental con- 
science to look into this question and see 
whether he does not hold a great rail- 


way property, and whether he can retain | 


within his parliamentary pocket a sum 
of nearly three millions of money which 
possibly belongs to another class of 
persons. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I did 
my best to follow the hon. 
opposite in what he has stated, but I got 
rather lost in my endeavour to under- 
stand him. I only wish to say a few 
words of protest against keeping back 
the discussion on Indian affairs until 


this late hour. The only Indian Gentle- | 


man who is a Member of this House 
speaks on behalf of three millions of 
Mr. J. E. Gordon. 


{COMMONS} 


If he does not | 


Member | 
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| people. Lam sorry the hon. Member for 
| North-East Bethnal Green is absent now, 
|and that he does not appear to take 
| enough interest in this subject to remain 
‘till the close of the debate. The House 
iis almost now a jaded House, and it is 
almost an affront to think that this 
great subject is being discussed in a 
House like this. I want to say a few 
words with regard tothe famine. I have 
not studied this subject very closely, 
but I have seen statements from time 
to time in the leading metropolitan 
newspapers. I have also seen many 
illustrations in the principal illustrated 
papers, and all I can say is that I can 
hardly imagine any man with any 
human sympathy at all reading these 
statements and seeing these illustrations 
without them making his heart sore. I 
have read that some six millions or seven 
millions of the King’s subjects in India 
perished from famine within the last 
twelve months. I entirely agree with 
the hon. Gentleman who sits below me 


that, instead of talking about the splendid 


exertions of Lord Curzon, or anybody 
else, what you ought to do is to try 
and prevent the famines from arising, 
Famines have occurred and recurred 
in India for many years past. Owing 
to the conditions of the climate it is 
quite possible that, no matter what may 
be done, famine may recur under the 
most beneficent rule. You have in 
that magnificent Empire a people who 
are on the verge of famine every single 
season when there is a drought, and we 
know, at the same time, that these 
people are ground down by taxes. It is 
a fine thing, I know, to talk about your 
great Indian Empire. It is a fine thing 
in your little iskand over here to be able 
to stretch your hands across the seas 
and to say that you hold this great 
Indian Empire in your palm. Does this 
not bring with it some responsibilities ? 
Whatever my opinions as an_ Irish 
Nationalist may be, I am not going to 
say that you are any worse governors in 
India than France would be if India 
' happened to bea French Empire. But 
'there must be something wrong when 
'the wants and the wishes of these 
300,000,000 people are never heard of 
in this House. If one of your Indian 
| princes possessing a native army were 
‘to revolt, then we should have day 
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after day questions in this House 
and debates and divisions, but these 
people are quiet, and there is never 
a word said about them, and all we 
do is to meet together for a few hours 
at the end of the session, and we do not 
know half the time what some hon. 
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Gentlemen who take part in this debate , 


are talking about. 

| heard the hon. gentleman opposite 
who represents North-East Bethnal Green 
talking about some petty question of 
technical education, at a time when some 
7,000,000 people have perished in one 
year from famine. I make no accusation 
against the noble Lord or against the 
administration of India, because I have 
not sufficient data before me. What do 
we ever hear in this House about India ? 
There is a duty devolving upon every 
hon. Member in this House, even though, 
like myself, he be an Irish Member, and 
that duty is to say something on behalf 
of the suffering millions of India. The 
fact remains that millions are perishing 
from famine every year, and it is the duty 
of every hon. Member of this House 
to see whether it is not possible to do 
something which will prevent the recur- 
rence of these famines. I know the 
Mansion House Fund is opened for this 
famine, and is generously contributed to. 
1 would ask, when you come here fre- 
quently for millions of money for your 
battleships and your armies on paper,why 
you do not come here and demand three 
or four millions to meet the famine in 
India? Why do you leave it to the 
unfortunate people of India to make this 
provision for famines ? 
there should be an end to this. 

1 make no accusation against the 
administration of the 
India, but I do say that there must be 
something wrong. You talk about the 
solidarity of the British Empire; you 
talk about the manifestations of loyalty 
hy the people throughout the world ; 
you create new titles for the King, but 
supposing there were one million 
people in Australia perishing of famine, 
what would the Government do? Why, 
they would come to this House immedi- 
ately and ask for help. Why will you 
not help the Indian people ? You are 
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the people are dying of starvation no one 
comes down here to ask for money to help 
them. I have all through,this session 
opposed the imposition ofg taxes upon 
Ireland, but if any Minister came down 
here and asked for money for the starving 
people of India I venture to say that there 
would not be a single Irish Member 
who would not vote for such a proposal. 
It is a cruel, unjust, and dishonourable 
action upon your part to shirk the proper 
discussion of this question, and to keep 
it back until the last moments of a dying 
session. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) : 
The great end and aim of the Indian 
Government appears to be economy. I 
confess that, compared with the ordinary 
standard which we have set before us in 
this country, the policy of the Indian 
Government appears to be singularly 
exempt from the extravagance which 
has attacked this country in so virulent 
a form. I think the Secretary of State 
and the Government of India may be 
congratulated upon the most satisfactory 
statement of the finances of India which 
has been brought forward for many years. 
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‘I believe this is all the more weleome 


It is time that | 


Government of | 





because it has occurred in the year of a 
great famine, and | hope that the rule 
which has been followed on this occasion 
will not only be continued as far as 
regards this country, but will also be 
gradually introduced into the accounts 
of the Government of India. 

In the optimistic tone which has 
been adopted, and which I believe is 
thoroughly justified by thecircumstances, 
there is no doubt the Secretary of State 
is at variance with a large body of private 
opinion in India. In that country there 
appears to be a clear line between official 
opinion, which is optimistic, and private 
opinion, and judging, as one must judge 
at a distance, from the returns of revenue 
and the tables of commerce, I confess 
that I do not see any reason either for 
disappointment or pessimism. If you 
consider the fact that the Government 
of India has had to face during the last 
two years one of the greatest famines 
of the century. I think it will be readily 
admitted that both the returns and the 
revenue are highly satisfactory. The 


proud enough to boast that the Indian, noble Lord the Secretary of State for 


troops are ready to fight your battles, and | India has brought forward some very 


d 


that Indian princes generously offered | interesting figures respecting the average 


tu help you to fight the Boers, but when’ revenue of each individual of the country. 
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I do not, however, attach any very great 
importance to such estimates. It appears 
to me to be most difficult to arrive at any 
corrcet data upon the subject, but what 
I do regard as of considerable interest is 
the continued large importation of 
treasure to India. 
year show that the total import of gold 
and silver into India amounted to more 
than seven millions sterling. If we 
go back one year further we shall find 
that it amounts to eight and a_ half 
millions, and those figures, being largely 


{COMMONS} 
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cannot ailord to ignore the native opinion 
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of alarge section of the country which 


The statistics of last , 


in excess of the average imports, appear | 


to me to disprove to a large extent the 
theory of the impoverishment of the 
Indian ryots. 
from 1870, it will be found that the 
aggregate importation of treasure into 
India in those thirty years amounts 
to the gigantic sum of 200 millions 
sterling. and that the rate of importa- 
tion during the last fifteen years had been 
50 per cent. higher than during the first 
fifteen years. I consider that these facts, 
which are indisputable, show two things. 
First, that the current talk about the 
extreme poverty of India has been some- 
what overstated, and, secondly, that, 
with occasional intermissions on account 
of famine, the wealth of India is pursuing 
a gradual and even a rapid path of 
progress. 

This view was put forward by a large 
body of expert opinion and of com- 
mercial opinion before the Currency 
Commission, when it was stated that the 
establishment of a fixed exchange at 
1s. 4d., which was then considered a high 
level, would exercise a dangerous influ- 
ence upon the export trade of India. 
What are the facts? The exports last 
year amounted to, approximately, 
seventy-three millions sterling. This 
figure compared with that of the highest 
year previously 
millions sterling. 
a drop of only 4 per cent., although the 
year under review is one of almost 
unexampled famine. These figures seem 
to me to prove that all the pessimistic 
forecasts regarding the baneful influence 


Indeed, taking the years | 


you govern. I venture with all deference 
to put forward what appears to me to bea 
possible explanation of what I consider 
is undue pessimism. 

It appears to me that Indian public 
opinion has not perhaps sufficiently 
realised the full importance of the cur- 
rency reform which has been carried 
out in the course of the last few years. 
The question of currency appears now 
to have lost most of its interest, but 
it should not be forgotten that for fifteen 
or twenty years this most difficult and 
most interesting question of exchange 
threatened to ruin the very essence and 
fabric of Indian finance. In relation 
to the currency, it is important that we 
should take stock of the situation and 
that the House should realise various 


laws which appear to be established by 


‘recent experience. 


The first is that the 
influence of a low exchange upon exports 
is largely transient and momentary. 
A falling exchange is a temporary 
stimulus to export, but it ceases to operate 
as a considerable factor the moment 
the exchange has established itself at the 
lower level. The second deduction is 
that the real factor in determining the 
price of exchange is much less the relation 
between the exports and imports from 
India than the demand for currency 
for the purposes of internal trade in the 
country itself. It is essential to bear this 
in mind, not only because it has been 
found to be the key solution, but because 
without exception, in my judgment, 
much of the future success of the cur- 


'rency depends upon it. 


known—seventy-five | 
There has thus been | 


upon the export trade of a fixed exchange | 


of 1s. 4d. have been disproved by recent 
experience. I think that the considera- 
tion of native opinion in India is a subject 
which deserves to engage the attention 
of this House and this country. You 


Sir Edgar Vincent. 


' can 


| 


1 


The two phenomena of a large export 
trade and active internal circulation 
occurring at the same time, the high 
exchange which occurs with them is 
wrongly attributed to the large exports, 
instead of to the active internal circu- 
lation. If the House will permit me, I 
will give two examples which appear to 
me to prove the probable correctness 
of this theory. In the first place, it is 
an acknowledged fact now that famine 
is a factor in high exchange. Everyone 
understand that famine cannot 
possibly be an element in a large export 
trade, but it is an element which induces 
a considerable abnormal demand _ for 
currency on account of the large pay- 
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ments which the Government make in | will prevent the full profit coming to the 


their relief camps. My second example 
is that the frontier wars which have 


occurred during the course of this cur- | 


rency experiment have proved to be 
important factors affecting this question. 
No doubt these frontier wars are ele- 
ments which increase the small trans- 
actions required in currency. I think, 
therefore, that these two factors,although 
they may not absolutely prove this theory, 
undoubtedly show that the real pheno- 
menon on which those responsible for the 
finance of India should keep their atten- 
tion is the amount of the supply of 
capital afforded to India in relation 
to the demand for it. We are apt to 
neglect to a very large extent the figures 
which are usually considered as a guide 
in this matter—the relation between 
exports and imports. 

There is only one other subject con- 
nected with Indian administration upon 


which, with the indulgence of the House, | 


I should like to say a few words, and it 
is the introduction of European capital 
into India. It is obvious that a com- 
munity of more than 200,000,000 
people, which subsists almost solely, 
and certainly mainly, upon agriculture, 
is exposed to a very grave danger in case 
of drought and disturbance of the ordi- 
nary monsoon. I consider that the 
creation of non-agricultural resources 
is the paramount and perhans the 
most important duty which now devolves 
upon the Government of India, and | 
think it will be admitted that the diversi- 
fication of employment and of the means 
of livelihood of the inhabitants of India 
can only be achieved by the introduction 
of extra Indian capital and European 
supervision and organisation. In the 
admirable debate which took place on 
the Budget of India Lord Curzon wound 
up his speech by enumerating the 
various reforms which had been achieved 
and the schemes which the Government 
had in contemplation, and they form a 
splendid record. In regard to this ques- 
tion, what I would say is that, if the 
financial classes of this country are some- 
what shy in regard to investing their 
capital in India, it is, to some extent, 
due to the fear that the official classes 
in India are not altogether friendly 
to private enterprise. There is an idea 
that if a venture proves successful in 
India that the Government or the officials 
of the Government somehow or another 


adventurer, I only mean by this that 
there is a certain hostility to any con- 
siderable profit being made by private 
individuals in India. I do not at all 
say that this fear or this suspicion is 
justified, but I am certain that if the 
Government of India and the Viceroy 
desire to have a steady flow of capital 
into the country which they administer 
then they must find means to reassure 
capitalists and the investing public on 
this point. The Indian Government 
have, | believe, already done away with 
the most important danger which pre- 
vented capital flowing into India— 
namely, the fluctuation in exchange— 
and it remains for them to dissipate the 
perhaps needless alarm which exists 
with regard to the attitude of the Indian 
administration in regard to the invest- 
ment in India. If the Government 
do so they will be able in a few years 
to give to commerce and industry a far 
larger share in supporting the labouring 
population of India. I am convinced 
that by so doing the wealth of our great 
dependency will be increased, and that 
this reform will conduce to the greater 
happiness of a large number of the popu- 
lation, that it will strengthen and popu- 
larise our trade in India, and tend to 
consolidate our Empire. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON welcomed the 
intervention of his hon. friend as a great 
financial authority in an Indian debate, 
and as a valuable contributor to these 
discussions. The views which had been 
expressed by his hon. friend as to the 
industrial condition of India would 
receive most careful consideration. Turn- 
ing to what he described as the extra- 
ordinary speech of the hon. Member fer 
Elgin and Nairn, he said that earlier in 
the evening two gentlemen had been 
brought to the Bar for insulting Members 
of the House. But he did not think 
that the language these gentlemen em- 
ployed was more insulting than the 
language used by the hon. Member. 
The hon. Member practically accused 
him of deceiving a number of persons, 
who had in consequence lost their money, 
andimpliedthat the parliamentary honour 
of the Secretary of State was at stake, 
that his answers were founded on gross 
ignorance, and that £3,000,000 were in 
| parliamentary pockets which belonged to 
other people. This was very strong 
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language ; but the House did not under- 
stand what the hon. Member was talking 
about. He was amazed that any hon. 
Member should apply such language to 
another Member of the House. As 
Secretary of State three years ago he 
had to decide whether or not they should, 
under the existing contract, purchase 
the Great Indian Peninsula Railway. 
The Government decided to buy it, and 
they availed themselves of the option in 
the contract to purchase the railway by 
annuity. The terms of that annuity 
had to be priced, and they were settled 
by the directors and the Government 
without any dispute. Then according 
to the contract the question was referred 
to the Governor and the Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England to 
decide the rate of interest pay:ble on 
that annuity. The rate of interest was 
decided at £2 17s. Certain shareholders 
protested, and an appeal was made to 
him to allow the case to go to the courts. 
He consented, and the case went to the 
court, which decided in favour of the 
decision of the Governor and Deputy 
Governor. An appeal was carried to the 
Appellate Court, and it also decided in 
favour of the Bank of England. The 
shareholders declined to carry the case 
further. Those were the facts. Reference 
was next made by the hon. Member to the 
decision of a Seleet Committee which sat 
twenty years ago, of which he (the Secre- 
tary of State for India) was chairman. He 
was acquainted with the purport of that 
Report ; he carried it by his own casting 
vote. It dealt with the purchase of the 
East Indian Railway. The period for 
purchasing the main line had arrived, 
but there was a branch line for which 
the period of purchase had not yet 
arrived. A contract was arranged for 
the purpose of buying the whole line. 


This was referred to a Select Committee. | 


Three members of the Committee thought 
that the terms were too favourable, and 
the greatest difficulty was found to get 
them to assent to the exceptional 
arrangement due to the 
acquiring the branch line, which the rail- 
way was under no objection to sell. He 
decided it by his casting vote, and the 
Committee decided that the contract 


should not in the smallest degree deter- 
mine the interpretation of contracts in 
future. He thought that the hon. Mem- 
ber must on reflection see that he had | 
used unpardonable language. 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


{COMMONS} 


necessity of | 
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*Mr. J. KE. GORDON said that no one 


‘in the House had a greater respect for 


the noble Lord, and if he had conveyed 
the impression which the noble Lord 
indicated he withdrew the language 
complained of as regards the noble Lord 
himself. He had asked for information 
on three occasions during more than a 
year as to the actual arrangement on 
which this great financial undertaking 
hinged, and the noble Lord had said that 
he was ignorant, and had refused informa- 
tion to the shareholders who had elected 
him as chairman for the purpose of 
appeal to the House of Lords. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON said he 
one of two parties obliged by statute to 
go to the Governor and Deputy Governor 
of the Bank of England to arbitrate 
between them. He declined to cross- 
examine these gentlemen with reference 
to the method in which they had arrived 
at their decision. [‘‘ Why ?’’] Supposing 
that the decision had been very favour- 
able to the hon. Member and his com- 
mittee of shareholders ? 


*Mr. J. E. GORDON said he belonged 
to no committee of shareholders. A 
year ago he attended the statutory meet- 
ing to make this great arrangement. He 
chanced to attend, and explained the posi- 
tion to the shareholders, and the 400 
gentlemen present were so indignant with 
the callousness of the directors in this 
matter that they elected him as chairman 
of asupplementary meeting, andasked him 
to proceed with an appeal to the House 
of Lords. The case never went there, 
because the favourable consideration of 
better terms were expected from the India 
Office. This was twice held out by the 
railway company’s chairman who was in 
communication with the India Office. 
Further, this proposal was made _ because 
the period for calculating the rate of 
interest had been altered by the India 
Office (adversely to the interests of the 
shareholders) by one-half of the entire 
two-years period, without equivalent or 
excuse. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON asked, suppos- 
ing the decision had been one which 
was satisfactory to the hon. Gentleman 
and the 400 discontented shareholders, 
what would the hon. Gentleman have 
said if he had insisted on the governor 
and deputy-governor explaining the 
exact methods by which they had arrived 


was 
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at their decision. The hon. Gentleman 
must know, as every business man knew, 
that if by statute the Government were 
compelled to leave a question to an abso- 
lutely impartial authority, which was 
above suspicion, those concerned must 
abide by the decision at which it arrived. 
He must protest against the remarks 
of the hon. Gentleman. He might not 
have wished to cast any personal re- 
flection, but such an attack did perma- 
nent harm to the office of which he (the 
Secretary of State for India) was for the 
time being the head. 

The hon. Member for Camborne 
entered into the question of the famine, 
and he gave expression to the view that 
a parliamentary grant would have done 
much to prevent loss of life. If it would 
have had that effect, he would have un- 
questionably asked for it ; but there had 
been during the whole of the famine no 
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tion, there was at once a condition of 
things which made irrigation of extra- 
ordinary agricultural value ; but there 
were only a few areas in India where 
that could be done. At the present 
moment, he thought, with one exception, 





there was hardly an irrigation work 
in Bombay. It was absurd to lay down 
the proposition that by spending enor- 
mous sums of money in irrigation works 
the famines could be stopped. He was, 
however, so far agreed with the hon. 
Gentleman as to say that the matter 
should be properly looked into. 


The hon. Member had suggested that 
as the Government had lent a consider- 
able number of troops for Imperial pur- 
poses in South Africa and China it was 
clear that they were not wanted in 
India, and there ought to be a permanent 
reduction made in the military estab- 
lishment. He had always welcomed 
discussion on Indian matters in that 











lack of funds. Let him remind the 
House what was meant by famine in| 


India. A famine in India arose from | 
drought. Eighty per cent. of the popula- | 
| 
| 


tion were agriculturists, and if there was 
no rainfall for ten months the whole 
occupation of 80 per cent. of the popula- 
tion ceased. What would the position 
in this country be if 80 per cent. of the | 
population were thrown out of occupa- 
tion? Even in the richest part of this 
country, in Lancashire, there was a/| 
temporary failure in the cotton trade, 
and there was terrible distress in that 
part of the country. It must be borne | 
in mind that when a drought occurred, 
not only did employment cease, but the | 
wage-earning power ceased also, and all 
means of transport became disorganised. | 
That was the difficulty that had to be 
faced. It had been suggested that the | 
famine could be killed and the wealth | 
of the country immensely increased by 
irrigation works. If that were the case 
the Government of India would have 
spent very much more money on irriga- | 
tion. But these last two famines had | 
occurred almost entirely in Bombay and | 
the Central Provinces, and the conditions | 
that had to be dealt with were of an | 
abnormal and unprecedented character. | 
In Bombay it was impossible to carry | 
out irrigation works. Under certain | 
conditions irrigation paid exceedingly 
well. Where there was a continuous | 
rainfall, running through a country | 


where it could be distributed by gravita- 
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House on the understanding that no 
attack was made on men absent in 
India who, under very difficult cireum- 
stances, had to perform an unpleasant 
duty, and he welcomed the kindly criti. 
cisms of the hon. Member. But he was 
hardly treating the Indian Government 
fairly when he suggested that there 
should be a permanent reduction of the 
military establishment. All the Indian 
Government had done was to run the 
risk of making a loan to the Imperial 
authorities of a certain number of troops, 
who were to be repaid as soon as possible. 
While he disliked unlimited military ex- 
penditure, he could not hold out any hope 
of a reduction of the military establish- 
ment below its usual normal strength. 
In proportion to the civil population the 
military establishment in India was 
extremely small, and he should feel 
bound to accede to all requests which 
were made to him with a view to main- 
taining the efficiency of the Indian Army. 

The hon. Member had _ estimated 
appalling figures in regard to the loss of 
lite by famine. He could not accept 
those figures. The loss had been very 
great, but in these visitations far more 
people died from drinking bad water 
than from want of food. One of the 
difficulties which had frequently arisen 
was to obtain a supply of pure water. 
The effect of drinking impure water was 
to produce cholera, and then the loss of 
life was great. He admitted that the 
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loss of life was much greater than was, Bombay Government to impose hard 


expected, taking into consideration all 
the exertions that had been made to save 
life. 
was a million and a quarter, of which 
three-cuarters of a million were in British 
territory. But the hon. Member stated 
the loss at 27,000,000. 

Mr. CAINE: Over twenty-five years. 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON said the popula- 
tion of British India had increased by 
over 33,000,000 in twenty years, and, 
if they added the 27,000,000 the hon. 
Member said had been lost by famine, 
it followed that the increase of the popu- 
lation had been 60,000,000 in twenty 
years, which was absolutely phenomenal. 

Another hon. Member had described 
the Bombay Land Revenue Bill as an 
attempt on the part of the Bombay 
Government to deprive occupiers of their 
homes. There was no such intention 
behind the Bill. In the Punjab there 
were cultivators of the land who had 
complete tenant-rights, but there was a 


limitation on their powers of alienation, | 
. - { 
and this form of tenure had proved most | 


successful. There was no doubt that in 
the Bombay case the Government, dur- 
ing the next few months, would have 
to make a considerable number of re- 
grants of their land to occupiers who 
had forfeited their holdings in conse- 
quence of their insolvency, but whom 
the Bombay Government wished to re- 
instate. The object of the Bill was to 
prevent these reinstated occupiers from 
again getting into the clutches of the 
money-lenders. He could assure the hon. 
Member that the whole of the agitation 
against’ this Bill was a money-lenders’ 
agitation. In India there were loud 
denunciations in the popular press and 
in the Congress of the terrible state of 
insolvency and indebtedness of the land 
cultivators, but when the Government 
attempted to relieve this indebtedness 
the whole agitation of the money-lending 
class was turned against the Govern- 
ment. There was no institution in India 
which was so strongly impregnated with 
the money-lending influence as _ the 
National Congress. 

Mr. CAINE: I cannot accept that 
statement. 

*Lorp G. HAMILTON said he did not 
expect the hon. Member to accept it. 
He would look very carefully after the 
Bill. It was not intended to enable the 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


It was estimated that the loss of life | 


'terms on the occupiers, but to try and 
give them a chance of getting on their 
legs again. 

Mr. CAINE: All I ask is that there 
shall be no hurry in passing this Bill. It 
is an important measure, and there are 
appearances about it which I do not like. 


*LorD G. HAMILTON said he would 
take care that the matter was thoroughly 
considered, and that whatever was done 
in this case should not be a bar to any 
future financial legislation for the pur- 
pose of curtailing alienation in other 
parts of India. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it appears by the 
Accounts laid before this House, that the 
Total Revenue of India for the year 
ending on the 31st of March, 1900, was 
£68,637,164 ; that the Total Expendi- 
ture in India and in England charged 
against Revenue was £65,862,541 ; that 
there was a surplus of Revenue over 
Expenditure of £2,774,623; and that 
the Capital Outlay on Railways and 
Irrigation Works not charged against 
Revenue was £3,035,672.—(Secretary 
Lord George Hamilton.) 


Resolution to be reported. 
NAVAL WORKS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL 
(Lords. } 

Order for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Third Reading [15th August] read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
COUNTY COUNCILS (BYELAWS) BILL 

{ Lords. ] 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 

SILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 


put. 
Adjourned at five minutes after 
Eleven of the clock. 


by the Member 
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JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 

Ordered, That this House do meet on 
Tuesday the 12th day of November next, 
at Eleven o'clock, for the purpose of 
hearing and determining Appeals and 
matters connected therewith, pursuant 
to the provisions of the ‘“ Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876”; and _ that 
during such meeting of the House leave 
be given to the Appeal Committee to 
meet. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CHINA, No. 7 (1901). 


Correspondence respecting the Imperial 
Railway of North China. 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND). 
Reports on the Dublin institutions of 
science and art. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


LAND PURCHASE ACTS. 
Return respecting; laid before the 


House (pursuant to Order of Tuesday 
last), and to be printed. (No. 210.) 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PER- 
SONS IN CHARGE) BILL. (No. 213.) 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. (No. 214.) 
NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. (No. 215.) 

Reports, etc., of the Select Committees 
of the House of Commons communicated 
(pursuant to Message of yesterday) ; and 
to be printed. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
TION) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 14; 
then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
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having been suspended) Bill read 24 
(The Earl Waldegrave); Committee 
negatived ; Bill read 3%, and passed. 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; Read 1° ; 
and to be printed; then (Standing 
Order No. XXXIX. having been sus- 
pended) moved that the Bill be now 
read 2% (Lord Raglan); agreed to; 
Bill read 2% accordingly ; Committee 
negatived ; Bill read 34, and passed. (No. 
211.) 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1 ; 
and to be printed ; then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. having been suspended) 
moved that the Bill be now read 24.— 
(The Earl of Selborne.) 


EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I am 
not sure whether there is any precedent 
for a debate arising within a few hours 
of the prorogation of Parliament in this 
House, but I feel I must say something 
on this very important Bill. Two 
nights ago several noble Lords made a 
strong protest against the treatment by 
His Majesty’s Government of this House 
of Parliament with regard to the bringing 
up of important measures within a few 
hours of Parliament being prorogued. 
The Factory Bill was a very important 
measure which your Lordships had to 
pass or reject on the spot. The present 
Bill and the Military Works Bill raise 
to an even greater extent the same 
principle. Here are two Bills which 
have not even been printed in this House, 
that have not been put down on the 
Notice Paper, and yet your Lordships 
are obliged to pass these Bills or reject 
them. No one, of course, proposes to 
reject them. Yet these two Bills alone 
involve an expenditure of over twelve 
millions sterling. I cannot help thinking 
that this is part and parcel of the 
general procedure now in Parliament. 
I venture to say that what has happened 
lately in Parliament, and what has 
grown lately very much indeed—namely, 
the practice of voting huge sums of 
money without any discussion—is very 
serious, and may lead to results which 
may affect the position of this House. 
I believe that during the present Parlia- 
ment sixty-seven millions of money 
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have been voted without discussion. 
Nothing will make me believe that out 
of those sixty-seven millions there were 
not some important Votes which deserved 
the full attention of Parliament. It was 
only a few weeks ago that I called 
attention to what happened in connection 
with some naval works at Gibraltar. 
When the noble Viscount Lord Goschen 
was at the head of the Admiralty, the 
plans which had been laid down when 
I was First Lord for the construction of 
a dock at Gibraltar were altered, and a 
further two or three millions added to the 
expenditure without a single word being 
said on the subject. This practice has 
been going on at an increasing rate. 
I do not say that the Government do 
this deliberately and in order to avoid 
discussion, but they so arrange the 
business, or under their management 
the business is so arranged, that it 
comes to the same thing, and ample time 
for discussion is not given to important 
matters. I think that this is a very 
serious thing. 

The grand old traditions of Parliament 
are seriously endangered when the right 
of the House of Commons to deal with 
and to criticise expenditure is eaten into 
by the system of procedure in another 


{LORDS} 





place. Practically Parliament becomes 
merely a register office for the decrees 
of a Government with a large majority 
in both Houses. This serious state of | 
things calls for a remedy not only in 
Parliament, but in the country as well, 
because those who take a pride in Par- 
liament cannot allow this state of things 
to continue. What will that remedy 
be? It will in all probability take the 
form of a devolution more or less of the 
powers of Parliament and the giving of 
those powers to another assembly. With 
reference to this Bill, I believe that the 
noble Earl did not intend that it should 
be brought in at so late a period of the 
session. The noble Earl in his Memo- 
randum indicated that it would ‘‘ shortly 
be introduced,” and this was on lst 
March. It was not, however, until 
2nd August that the measure was 
brought forward; and I should like to 
hear the reason for what I think is a 
mischievous delay. I remember the 
time when a measure of this kind was 








considered and actually carried before 
the close of March. I do not know of! 


Earl Spencer. 
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anything which required that the present 
measure should be brought before 
your attention so late in the session. 
I am not qualified to play “a game of 
Bowles ”’ with the noble Earl, and there- 
fore I shall not deal with Gibraltar. We 
have had a very satisfactory discussion 
in this House on that subject. The 
amount involved in the Bill reaches the 
total of £6,157,000. There are two 
important items which I should have 
been glad if there had been an oppor- 
tunity of discussing. One refers to the 
Malta breakwater. I quite understand 
that some work is necessary there, but 
how it is to be done, and in what way 
it is to be done, we do not know. There 
is next the important question of coaling 
facilities for the Navy. That is an im- 
portant matter, and I should desire full 
discussion upon it. That I or my friends 
desire to prevent Votes being taken I 
deny, but we feel strongly on the point 
of the small notice which has been given. 


I feel considerable interest in the addi- 
tional works at Hong Kong, a subject 
which engaged my attention before I left 
the Admiralty. Before we left office 
a representation was made as to what 
was proposed to be done in the naval 
yard there. As everyone knows, Hong 
Kong is situated on a very narrow 
plateau, and a desire was expressed on 
the part of the colony to make a very 
great improvement by the construction 
of a large esplanade on the sea front, 
which would be of enormous benefit to 
the colony. But the naval yard pre- 
vents that being done. When I was at 
the Admiralty a discussion arose as to 
whether the Admiralty should allow the 
colony to carry on their work along the 
sea-front, and I thought it was desirable, 
if possible, to arrange this. There has 
always been a question of transferring 
the dockyard to Kau-lung, on the 
mainland, but, though there were 
certain naval experts in favour of 
it, there were objections on strategical 
grounds to the transference. On my 
visit to Hong Kong I was struck 
by the narrow and confined space 
where the naval yard is situated. What 
struck me most was the great import- 
ance of acquiring a position on the 
mainland. When I came home I made 
private representations to the Govern- 
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ment, both at the Admiralty and else- 
where, and pressed upon them how 
important it was that we should come 
to terms with China for the territory 
that commands this position. I am 
happy to say, though I am sure it was 
not owing to my action, but in conse- 
quence of the strong grounds there were 
in favour of this course, that not very 
long afterwards the Government nego- 
tiated with China and obtained this 
important concession. Therefore, the 
strategical objections which there were 
to placing the dockyard on the mainland 
have almost disappeared. I venture to 
hope that even now there may be an 
opportunity of reconsidering the de- 
cision of the Admiralty on this subject. 
It is true that some of the work has been 
done, and that a considerable portion of 
land has been reclaimed from the sea, 
which has increased the space in the 


‘dockyard, but | still maint:in that there 


js not sufficient space there for the future 
requirements of the Fleet. At the 
present time the position of Hong Kong 
as a naval station has increased enor- 
mously in importance in the last few 
years through the necessity of having a 
strong fleet in Chinese waters. I there- 
fore think it is of the utmost importance 
that, whatever is done at Hong Kong, 
any naval works undertaken ought to 
be constructed at a place where, if neces- 
sary, considerable expansion in the future 
can be made. I[ have always thought 
that, directly the strategical reasons 
against Kau-lung were overcome, Kau- 
lung was the proper place for our dock- 
vard. I hope the noble Earl will consider 
this point about the Hong Kong dock- 
vard, upon which I feel very strongly. 
It is most desirable that our naval power 


in the East should be supported by the 


most convenient docks, with such aceom- 
modation for future requirements as will 
hardly be given by the works now 
proposed. 


*THeE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of SELBorNE): My 
Lords, the noble Earl commenced his 
observations by pointing out the incon- 
venience of having to consider a Bill of 
this character under the present some- 
what peculiar circumstances ; but I do 
not think the case can be very well 
compared with that to which he also 


- 
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[alluded—namely, the Factory Bill— 
because it was necessary that this Bill, 
from it character, should originate in 
another place. It could not emanate 
from your Lordships’ House. I agree 
that that is no reason why the House 
should not discuss the Bill on its merits ; 
and I sincerely regret that your Lord- 
ships have not had an earlier opportunity 
of dealing with the very important 
works authorised by the Bill. I entirely 
share the view that such a Bill ought 
to be subjected to most careful scrutiny, 
because, unless Parliament thoroughly 
understands the object of the Bill, the 
system has not the secure foundation 
of parliamentary approval which is 
to be desired. These Works Bills, reeur- 
ring as they do from year to year, or as 
has more recently been the case bi- 
ennially, undoubtedly commit the public 
to the expenditure of large sums of 
money, and it is for the Board of Admi- 
ralty to prove that such expenditure is 
necessary for the naval service. But I 
wish to point out that there would not 
have been anything like the present 
necessity for large expenditure on naval 
works all over the world, if such works 
had not been systematically neglected 
for many years. Not only have the 
present Board of Admiralty to meet 














‘of real public interest. 


the requirements of a largely increased 
Navy, and to utilise for the services of 
the country new inventions, but they 
have the very serious and deplorable 
arrears of many years to make up. 
When Lord Welby recently delivered 
an impressive speech warning Parlia- 
ment and the country against the 
growth of military and naval expendi- 
ture, and looking back to the halcyon 
days of economy, he forgot to warn the 
country also that it was because economy 
had been unduly pressed and the needs 
of the Navy neglected that the present 
large expenditure has become inevitable. 
The noble Earl also protested against 
the way in which the new Supply rule 
in another place operated to shut out the 
discussion of many important subjects. 
Without attempting to criticise the 
discretion of the other House in 
the arrangement of its business, I 
must emphatically record my opinion 
that ample days were allotted for the 
discussion of Supply, and of all subjects 
It was because 
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time was devoted to the discussion of|and if anything is omitted it will be 


subjects of limited public interest that | the whole scheme at some one place. 
at the last some Votes which in the} But I hope that the money will enable 
public interest should have been dis-| the Admiralty to carry out the work at 
cussed passed without discussion. {1 | the important places where it is urgently 
cannot refrain from alluding to a case | required, because in time of war it will 
which came under my special notice. | be obvious to the House that the rapid 
One day was to have been devoted to the coaling of the Fleet may make the whole 
subject of naval construction ; but the | difference at a critical moment. How- 
whole of the time was occupied in a) ever, I do not say that it is certain that 
discussion, not of the shipbuilding pro-| the money provided will be sufficient 
gramme or the needs of the Navy, but | to enable us to complete all the works at 
of the accident to the royal yacht. That | the places named. If, guided by the 
is a subject which Parliament, of course, | principles I have mentioned, we find 
ought rigorously to scrutinise, but it that more money is required, we shall 
is impossible to compare it in importance Jay the case clearly before Parliament. 
to the expenditure of £9,000,000 on| 7 now pass to the question of Hong 
naval construction. | Kong, and I will endeavour to put before 
The noble Earl asked for information the noble Earl and the House how that 
on the subject of the Malta breakwater | matter strikes us from the Admiralty 
and the coaling facilities for the Fleet. | point of view. The necessity for a dock- 


The breakwater is necessary for two 
reasons. In the first place it is necessary 
to acquire within the harbour of Valetta 
more space for the increasing require- 
ments of the Navy. At present, under 
certain winds, a considerable portion of 
the harbour is not available for the use 
of ships of war. To enable the whole 
extent of the harbour to be utilised in 
all weathers, a breakwater is necessary. 
Besides, under the conditions of modern 
naval warfare, when the torpedo is 
expected to play such a serious part, 
it is absolutely necessary that a harbour 
in which ships of war will refit, coal, 
und repair, should be immune from 
torpedo attacks. If, while the processes 
of repair continued, the ships had to be 


yard and docks is, I think, denied by 
no one, and the noble Earl laid great 
stress on the increasing importance of 
|the China station. Up to a _ recent 
‘period the possibility of further exten- 
'sion was confined to an area of four and 
| three-quarter acres, but by the present 
‘arrangement, partly owing to the re- 
‘clamation of land, and partly owing 
to the acquisition of land from the War 
| Office, we have at our disposal over 
thirty-four and three-quarter acres. [ 
‘do not for a moment deny what the 
‘noble Earl has said, that it would add 
‘considerably to the amenities of the 
colony if the naval yard was removed 
‘and the land made available for the 
extension of the embankment or for 


in a constant state of watchfulness, | more housing accommodation, but it is 
the work would be interrupted, and the | the business of the Admiralty to con- 
crews would not get that rest which at | sider the matter from the point of view 
such times they would seriously need. | of the Navy, and of their responsibility 
Coaling facilities, as was explained in | to Parliament for the Navy. If we were 
another place in a very able speech by | to accept the suggestion that the work 
one of my colleagues, are to be provided | contemplated at Hong Kong should be 
at the main home ports, at Gibraltar, | abandoned and the whole of the new 
at Malta, and at Hong Kong. Ifthe | establishment transferred to the Kau- 
money provided by Parliament is not | lung side, it must, in the first place, 
sufficient for its completion, no scheme | involve great delay. The whole scheme 
will be begun. That is to say, we will | would have to be reconsidered, and the 





not begin any scheme which cannot be 
completed out of the money granted in 
this Bill. We will not come to Parlia- 
ment and ask for more money on the 
ground that without it the money already 
spent will be wasted. Wherever opera- 
tions are begun, they will be completed ; 


The Earl of Selborne. 


| provision of the accommodation required 
would undoubtedly be delayed several 
years. But such a course would not 
only involve great and serious delay ;. 
it would also involve a large additional 
expense in dredging and in the erection 
of land fortifications. The dockyard on: 
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the island is protected by all the fortifica- | to incur the postponement of the creation 
tions and military strength of the island. | of these works and the provision of these 
But if you transfer your naval base to | docks for the Navy which might be 
the mainland you cannot leave it without | involved in the change. All I mean to 
the protection of forts, for it is con-| convey by the remarks I have just made 
ceivable that in certain circumstances it |is that anything the Colonial Govern- 
might be attacked from the land side. ment propose will be carefully and con- 
You would then have to provide com- | siderately dealt with. But I do not 
plete protection by fortifications on the think the colony is likely to be in a 
land side. So that, in addition to the position to make a financial offer which 
delay, and in addition to any change in | would meet the objections I have briefly 
the Estimate rendered necessary by the | sketched out. I hope I have answered 
change, you would have the cost of | the points which the noble Earl brought 
dredging and of the necessary fortifica- | before the House. 

tions. If I and my colleagues were con- | 

vineed that the land available on the [orp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
island was not sufficient for the present | go not intend to go into the details of 
and the immediate future needs of the | the Bill now before your Lordships, but 
Navy, such additional expenditure on J yise to add a very few sentences to those 
the other side would have to be faced. | which fell from my noble friend beside 
But we believe that the establishment | me on the question of the general policy 
proposed will for some time to come, at which has been adopted by the Govern- 
all events, be sufficient and adequate for | ment with regard to these important 
the needs of the Navy, and we do not’ Bills both in this and the other House. 
think that we are justified, in view of That is a subject which the noble Earl 
the very heavy calls on the public has rather given the go-by to in his 
Mxchequer in connection with naval | answer. I do not think he has at all 
works at other places, in asking Parlia-| met the argument of my noble friend. 
ment to incur the great additional expen- | | ¢laim to be able to speak on this subject 


diture which would be necessitated by with some knowledge, for during a con- 


the transference to the mainland, espe-| siderable time I was myself personally 
cially when we know that we should jesponsible for the arrangement of the 
have to pay as the price a great delay | order of business in the other House 
in the provision for the Navy of the works | f.om day to day, and that at a time when 
required on the China station. If the the Government of the day had not the 
colony thought this matter of such im- | advantage of the present Government, 
portance to them, and the site of such | and at a time of great stress—namely, 
immense prospective value to them, they during that memorable session which 
would undoubtedly have made an offer | Jasted from January, 1893, to March, 
which would, at any rate, have been able} 1394. We were then in a very tight 
to have been considered on the basis | place. We had a very small majority— 
that the taxpayers of this country would spout one quarter of that which the 
have to bear no additional expense by present Government have at their com- 
the transfer. We have had communica-| pand—and, though we had not the 
tions from the Colonial Government, | same powers of dealing with Estimates 
but no such offer has been made. I) and of closing discussions, yet, if we 
should naturally, at all times, wish to’ had attempted to deal with the business 
reconcile to the utmost possible extent | of the country in the way in which that 
the interests of the Navy with those of| business has been dealt with during the 

z ts | last four or five weeks, it would not have 
colony with those of the Navy, and any | been tolerated for one moment. If the 
proposal of a really sufficiently wide | Liberal Government of which I was a 
character that was made to us would) member had sent up important Bills to 
receive our very careful consideration ;| pe considered by your Lordships’ House 
but, at the same time, I do not say, nor} two days before the prorogation, your 
do I wish to be understood to pledge | Lordships would not have stood it, but 
myself for one moment, that if such a would have sent the Bills to “ kingdom 
proposal were made we would be willing| come” without any ceremony. Take 
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the two important measures which we 
have before us to-day, the Military 
Works Bill and the Naval Works Bill. 
The noble Earl the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, when he did deal with the 
question, hardly met the point of my 
noble friend. Lord Spencer’s point was 
that these Bills ought to have been 
introduced earlier in the session, so that 
both Houses of Parliament could have 
discussed the policy of the Bills. The 
noble Earl opposite put forward the plea 
that the economy of past times had 
involved the large sums asked for now. 
Even granting that that is so, the very 
largeness of the sums required makes it 
advisable that the Bills should have been 
introduced earlier in the session, when 
they could have received adequate dis- 
cussion. As to the Naval Works Bill, it 
was introduced for the first time on 
2nd August, and your Lordships are now 
asked to accept it and pass it through 
all its stages on 17th August. That 
seems to me a hardly reasonable pro- 
ceeding. Including the Military Works 
Bill, £13,000,000 will be passed without 
any discussion in either House. The 
noble Earl said it was absolutely impos- 
sible that this Bill could have been 
discussed in this House at an earlier 
period, because it was necessary that it 
should be introduced in the other House. 
I doubt whether there is any absolute 
necessity for that course. 


*TuHE Eart oF SELBORNE: There is a 
resolution to that effect. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I had for- 
gotten the resolution. It would, how- 
ever, have been perfectly possible to have 
proposed certain resolutions to this House 
showing what was the policy of the 
Government, and to have allowed the 
policy of the Bills to be discussed in your 
Lordships’ House. I think it will be 
admitted that this House is particularly 
qualified to discuss the Naval Works Bill, 
for, in addition to the noble Earl, there 
are four former First Lords, all of whom 
are distinguished for the close attention 
they have given to naval affairs. It does 
seem to me, therefore, that if the Bill, 
could not have been introduced earlier we 
might have been given an opportunity 
to discuss the policy. I protest against 
the way in which Parliament and the 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


{LORDS} 
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country have been treated in this matter. 
Surely the House of Lords, which is 
considered by the Conservative party to 
be an integral part of the constitution, 
deserves to be treated better by a Con- 
servative Government and more closely 
consulted than it has been during the 
present session. Noble Lords opposite 
have no reason to be dissatisfied with the 
way in which public matters have been 
treated from this side of the House. 
The small body of men who follow my 
noble friend beside me are always ready 
to apply their minds to the measures 
put forward, and to deal with them apart 
from party politics. This is a matter 
into which party politics do not enter, 
and under‘the circumstances I feel that 
I have a right to protest. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBoURNE): My Lords, 
no one has suggested that the noble Lords 
on the other side have done anything 
unfair during the session. The noble 
Lord who has just spoken has given us 
some counsels of perfection, and has 
drawn a contrast, much in his own 
favour, between the management of 
business now and when in 1893 he had to 
do with the business of the House of 
Commons. He says there never was such 
such a time as when he was answerable 
for the arrangements of Bills. Without 
going into that, I would remind the noble 
Lord that the House of Commons were 
not in 1893 confronted with the difticul- 
ties which have met the business there 
during the present session. There was 
no obstruction, no unduly-prolonged 
speech. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The debate 
on the Home Rule Bill was prolonged. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: We should, 
in comparing now with 1893, have a due 
regard to the logic of facts. Everyone 
knows the business which had to be 
faced this session in the House of Com- 
mons by the Government—business of 
the highest importance, which those 
who consider the circumstances must 
recognise was fairly and well done. I 
should have been glad if this Bill had 
come up earlier, but the noble Earl was 
quite entitled to make a speech on the 
subject. 
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Ear, SPENCER: As it is not likely 
that the Hovse will go into Committee 
on this Bill, may I ask now for an ex- 
planation of a discrepancy between the 
noble Earl’s statement and the schedule 
tothe Bill? I notice on page 15 of the 
noble Earl’s statement that the dredging 


Royal 


{17 Aucust 1901} 





at Chatham is said to have been finished, 
yet more money is being asked for in the 
schedule for the dredging of the Medway. 
When we were in office we had hope 
that the dredging of the Medway had 
come to completion. 


*Tue EarL or SELBORNE: I am 
afraid the original programme for deepen- 
ing harbours and approaches willjby no 
means meet all that is needed by the 
Navy and the great size of the ships. 
Some parts of the channel of the Medway 
are so narrow that ships cannot turn, 
and there are occasions on which ships 
cannot go up at all. This would result 
in risk to great and valuable ships, which 
might be stranded by the turn of the tide. 





Therefore it has been found necessary | 
to give increased facilities with regard 
to Chatham. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 22) 
accordingly ; Committee negatived ; Bill | 
read 3%, and passed. (No. 212.) | 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. | 

(No. 216.) | 

PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
(No. 217. 

LIGHT RAILWAYS (No. 2) BILL. | 

(No. 218.) | 

VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. | 

(No. 219.) | 

FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. (No. 220.) | 


To be printed. 


House adjourned during pleasure. | 


House resumed. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 





COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal | 
Assent :— 
1. Loan. 
2. Consolidated Fund(Appropriation). | 
3. Royal Titles. 
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4. Militia and Yeomanry. 

5. Agricultural Rates Act, 
etc., Continuance. 

6. Congested Districts Board (Ire- 
land). 

7. National 
Adjacent Land). 

8. Pacific Cable. 

9. Colonial Acts Confirmation. 

10. Customs Duties (Isle of Man). 

11. Youthful Offenders. 

12. Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and 
Water Supply (Scotland). 

13. Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2). 

14. Lunacy (Ireland). 

15. Public Libraries. 

16. Patent Law Amendment. 

17. Expiring Laws Continuance. 

18. Public Works Loans. 

19. East India Loan (Great Indian 
Peninsula Railway Debentures). 

20. Factory and Workshop Acts 
Amendment and Consolidation. 

21. Naval Works. 

22. Military Works. 

23. Registration of Births and Deaths. 

24. Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children. . 

25. Local Government (Ireland), 

26. Marriages Legalisation. 

27. Light Railways (No. 2). 

8. Valuation (Ireland). 

9. Fisheries (Ireland). 

30. Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1). 

31 Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London). 

32. Greenock Corporation Order Con- 
firmation. 

33. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Order (No. 4). 

34. Paisley District Tramways Order 
Confirmation. 

35. Aldeburgh Corporation (Water). 

36. Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board. 

37. West Cumberland Electric Tram- 
ways. 

38. Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, 
and Midland Junction, East and West 
Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway 
Companies. 

39. Swansea Harbour. 

40. Wolverhampton and Cannock 
Chase Railway. 
41. Leeds 

Powers). 
42. Leeds Corporation Water. 
43. South Lancashire Tramways 


1896, 


Gallery (Purchase of 


C2 bo bo 


Corporation (General 
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44. Stratton and Bude Improvement. 

45. Belfast and Northern Counties 
Railway. 

46. London United Tramways. 

47. Wallasey Improvement. 

48. Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South 
Snowdon Railway. 

49. Weston-super-Mare Gass 

50. Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
Railways, etc.). 

51. Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway. 
52. Llanelly Harbov:. 

53. Derby Corporation. 

54. Harrogate Corporation. 

55. Rugby Water and Improvement. 

56. Loch Leven Water Power. 

57. London County Council (Tram- 
ways and Street Widenings). 

58. London County Council (General 
Powers). 

59. Devonport Corporation (Gas). 

60. Southampton and Winchester 
Great Western Junction Railway. 

61. City and Brixton Railway. 

62. Watford and District Tramways. 


~ 





THE KING’S SPEECH. 


His Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech 
was delivered to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment by the LorpD High CHANCELLOR (in 
pursuance of His Majesty’s Commands), 
as followeth :— 


“* My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“It is satisfactory to be able to close 
the first Parliament of My reign with the 
assurance that the cordiality of the re- 
lations between Great Britain and other 
Powers remains undiminished. 

“ The nature and extent of the repara- 
tion to be given by China for the un- 
exampled outrages committed last 
summer have been the subject of pro- 
tracted discussion among the Powers. 
I am glad to be able to inform you that, 
by a general agreement, in which China 
has concurred, the extent of the in- 
demnity to be provided by that Govern- 
ment and the security for its payment 
to the various Powers have been deter- 
mined ; and the punishment of the 
guiltiest of the offenders has also been 
insisted on. 

“The progress of My forces in the 


{LORDS} 
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invaded has been steady and continuous ; 
but, owing to the difficulty and extent 
of the country to be traversed, the length 
of the Military operations has been pro- 
tracted. 

“ The signal success which has attend- 
ed the visit of the Duke and Duchess 
of Cornwall and York to the Colonies 
has afforded Me the greatest gratifica- 
tion, which, I am convinced, is shared 
by all classes of My subjects throughout 
the Empire. The opening of the first 
Parliament of the Australian Common- 
wealth by the Heir to the Throne is an 
event of wide significance and deep 
interest, and the enthusiastic welcome 
which has been given to My son and his 
wife in every Colony they have visited is 
an additional proof of the patriotism, 
loyalty, and devotion of the people of 
My Dominions oversea. 

“In My Indian Empire the recovery 
of agriculture and trade from the de- 
pression caused by the famine has been 
somewhat retarded by the lateness of the 
rainfall. The most recent information 
is, however, reassuring, and prospects 
are reported to be much improved. 
Should these favourable conditions con- 
tinue, a rapid reduction in the present 
area of distress and the restoration to the 
population of their usual means of liveli- 
hood may confidently be expected. 





“ Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 


“T have to note with great satisfaction 
the liberal provision which you have 
made for the Naval and Military Services 
during the current year. 

“I thank you for the arrangements 
you have made for the maintenance of 
the honour and dignity of the Crown ; 
and especially for those which affect the 
state and comfort of My Royal Consort. 


““ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“Your attention has been directed 
during the past Session mainly to the 
legislative provisions required by the 
special circumstances of the year. Un- 
usual demands have been made upon the 
time at the disposal of Parliament by the 
demise of the Crown, by the continuance 
of an arduous war, and the necessity of 
raising fresh revenue by a wider range 
of taxation. While providing for the 





conquest of the two Republics by whom 
My South African Colonies have been | 


heavy expenditure of the war, you have 
further made provision for the increase in 
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many important respects of the efficiency | SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


of the Naval and Military Forces of the oar AND ROYAL DECLARATION 


Empire. 

‘““T have observed, with great satisfac- 
tion, that you have passed a Bill to amend 
and consolidate that code of Factory Law 
from which so much benefit has already 
been derived by the working classes of mper ear’ er 
this Country ; and that the Law relating RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
to youthful offenders has been amended 
in such a manner as will prevent the | 
imprisonment of young children. | EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 

‘ The measure which you have adopted | Paper [communicated 16th August] 
for vesting in local authorities the super-| to be printed. [No. 369.] 
intendence of certain important depart- | 


Petitions against, from Ayr; and 
Benhar Moor ; to lie upon the Table. 





ments of education will in itself be of | BETTING. 
Fre way tor further relorma, PP"’| Paper [communicated 16th August] 
y ’ | to be printed. [No. 370.] 


“T am gratified to see that you have | 
given effect to a widely expressed desire | BRITISH SHIPS (DESERTION OF 
on the part of My subjects beyond the SEAMEN ABROAD). 
sea by authorising Me to make such | Return [presented 16th August] to be 
additions to the Royal Title as may seem | printed [No. 371.] 
to Me expedient. | P ae ale 
“T earnestly commend you to the| SECONDARY EDUCATION 
merciful protection and guidance of | hace ceca 
Almighty God.” | Return presented, relative thereto 
ne y ‘a ; [ordered 14th May; Sir Ughtred Kay- 
tl ng parang — proroguing | Shuttleworth]; to lie upon the Table, 
6 anatanpen pesigecn ore /and to be printed. [No. 372.] 
After which the LoRD CHANCELLOR | 


- "a ee | CHINA, No. 7 (1901). 
Ree ee ee ee . | Copy presented, of Correspondence 
“ By virtue of His Majesty's Com- | respecting the Imperial Railway of North 
mission, under the Great Seal, to us and | China [by Command]; to lie upon the 
other Lords directed, and now read, we | Table. 
do, in His Majesty’s Name, and in | 
obedience to His Commands, prorogue | suricULTURAL AND TECHNICAL 
this Parliament to Tuesday the fifth | INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899. 
day of November next, to be then here | Copy presented, of Report of the 
holden ; and this Parliament is accord- Director of the Dublin Institutions of 


ingly prorogued to Tuesday the fifth day Science and Art to the Department of 


of November next.” | Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
------ ‘for Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon 
HOUSE OF coMMons.. | ‘he Table. 
Saturday, 17th August, 1901. | PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 
iontiiee | Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table :— 
The House met at Ten of the clock. | List of the Bills, Reports, Estimates, 


/and Accounts and Papers printed by 
| order of the House, and of Papers pre- 
PETITIONS. 'sented by Command, Session 1901, Bat 

vues |a General Alphabetical Index thereto, 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 27th Parliament, Second Session, Ist 
CHILDREN BILL. Edward VII., 23rd January, 1901, to 

Petitions in favour, from Llangynider ;| 17th August, 1901; to be printed. 


and Hanley ; to lie upon the Table. | [No. 373.] 
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QUESTIONS. ' Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; the in- 
eee; formation has not yet arrived. 
4 ae gt ELEM’ | +4VOLUNTEER CAMP ALLOWANCES. 
GODEFROY’S CASE. | Sm ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to|S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
ask the Secretary of State for War for War, in connection with the scheme 
whether in the case of the killing of | under which Volunteers are to be obliged 
Godefroy at St. Helena an investigation | to attend a camp every other year, 
before a coroner was demanded by the | whether it is proposed either to increase 
Boer prisoners, which demand was| their rate of pay 0 to give separation 
refused ; and, if so, can he state why it | allowance in the case of married men, 
was refused; whether at the military so that Volunteers belonging to the 
inquiry which did take place the friends | wage-earning classes may be enabled 
of Godefroy were represented, and to attend camp without having to incur 
whether his representatives were allowed | a serious pecuniary loss. 
to cross-examine the military witnesses ; | 
whether the committee of Boer prisoners} Lorp STANLEY: This question only 
who communicated with the Governor | appeared on the Paper this morning, 
in reference to this incident have sent in | and I am not prepared to answer it. 
any statement ; and, if so, whether such | It raises a large subject. 
statement was considered by the court | 
which conducted the inquiry; and| Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
whether he will allow the Member for} Central): Has the noble Lord anything 
East Mayo to have access to any corre- | further to add to the answer he gave 
spondence which has passed between | yesterday ? 
the camp committee, the Governor, and | : 
the President of the Court in reference | Lorp STANLEY: I am afraid I have 


to the shooting of Godefroy, and to the not. 


official record of the proceedings of the) gi, HOWARD VINCENT: Then I 
—e | will call attention to the matter on the 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO | Appropriation Bill. 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, | MADTA 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I am sorry Paces or pa 
my answers have not come down from | Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
the War Office. but I will communicate | ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
with the hon. Gentleman in the course Whether he is aware that the petition 
of the sitting. from the elected members of the Council 
\ of Government of Malta to the House 
DORDRECHT EXECUTION — COMPUL.- | of Commons was presented on the 13th 
SORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. | instant, and that such presentation was 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to} notified in the usual manner in the 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he | official report of the day’s proceedings 
has now obtained information, as! on the following day ; whether he has 
promised, from South Africa, and if he| since read the petition ; and whether, 
can communicate to the House what | in view of the state of affairs in Malta at 
were the exceptional circumstances con-| present, he is prepared to grant the 
nected with the compulsion of British ; Commission prayed for. 
colonists to witness the execution of their 
countrymen at Dordrecht; who gave| THESECRETARY or STATE For THE 
the order for such compulsion, if it was | COLONIES (Mr. J. CHaMBerialn, Bir- 
sanctioned by the Commander-in-Chief | mingham, W.): The petition to which 
in South Africa, and, if not, whether} the hon. Member refers has been, I 
the officer responsible for it has been! understand, presented to the House. 
punished ; whether these colonists were |I have not myself seen it, but that is 
convicted criminals or prisoners, under | of no consequence, because I am fully 
what penalty did they attend, and what | acquainted with the arguments used by 
object was gained by such compulsion. | the elected members, all of which are 
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printed in the Blue-book which has been; THE 
laid upon the Table. There is no neces-| STATE 
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UNDER SECRETARY oF 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


sity therefore for any commission of 
inquiry into the circumstances. But I 
ought to add that under no circum- 
stances whatever would His Majesty’s 
Government consent to give greater 


(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): This. 
is not the first time the hon. Member 
has put this question. I am sorry I 
have been unable to give him satis- 
faction. The letter has probably been 












power to the so-called elected members, | written by now. There is no occasion. 
who represent, I believe, only something | for any hurry. 

like 2 per cent. of the population of 

Malta. In fact, having regard to the; Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Did I not 
way in which the powers already con-| place in the noble Lord’s hands a letter 
ferred upon them have been abused, | dated two months back which said it 
it may be a matter for subsequent con-| was of the greatest importance the 
sideration whether we should not go| matter should be attended to at once?! 
back to the Constitution of Malta as it! Why not telegraph to the Minister 
existed before 1887, and under which, responsible for protecting the interests 
the Maltese enjoyed full liberty andj of British subjects ? 

prosperity. 




















ViscounT CRANBORNE: The hon. 
Mr. DILLON: I was living in Malta | Member may rest assured that the matter 
in 1871. Is the right hon. Gentleman | shall have every attention. 
aware that there is widespread discontent } 
CHINA — ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE AT 
° e TIENTSIN. 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) :| 
sa ‘ J *Q ] nial 7TH 1 2e9 = 
Will the right hon. Gentleman extend | SIR CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
this feenichinn ¢ | shire, Forest of Dean): I wish to ask 
; | the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
A | why the China Railway Papers are not 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The) ;,.j : es Mies 
? included in the Papers on China just 
right hon. Gentleman has fully answered | teamed on J 
the question on the Paper. 





ViscounT CRANBORNE: [am sorry 


IRISH LADY’S ESTATE IN MADRID. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware | 
that in the case of an Irish lady (Miss | 
Mary Teresa Barry) who died in Madrid | 
on the 15th June, 1899, leaving con- | 
siderable property in that city, a Dublin | 
solicitor, acting for the next-of-kin, | 
communicated with Sir H. M. Durand, | 
British Ambassador at Madrid, so far | 
back as 29th June last asking for infor- 
mation about the property of the de- 
ceased, and subsequently cabled request- 


| that they are not included in the Blue- 
book. I have done my best to hurry 
them forward, but, unfortunately, have 
not succeeded, largely through, | fear,. 
my own fault. I only read them this 
morning. 














FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDA- 
TION BILL. 

Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 

ment whether the Factory and Work- 


‘shop Acts Amendment an! Consolida- 





: > and offering to defray the | tion Bill, as finally amended, will be 
poi Badign Pema Meeeaiy, Saatt sexe Beni reprinted ; and, if not, whether he will 


expense of procuring the information, | : . 

and that no reply has yet been given ; cause a sufficient number of copies of the 
whether he can say if Sir H. M. Durand | Bill as so amended to be. printed for 
received such communications, and, | the use of working men's Institutes and 
if so, why he did not reply ; and will le | clubs in the United Kingdom. 

see that Sir H. M. Durand, or the person 

whose duty it is to interest himself for, *THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
the protection of the property of British HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuig,. 
subjects in Madrid, will give immediate | Croydon): Certainly, Sir, the Act will 
attention to this matter. be reprinted. As to the distribution,. 
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each Member has, I understand, a right | 
to a considerable number of copies, | 
which, I take it, will be sufticient for 
hon. Gentlemen to supply to  insti-, 
tutions in their constituencies. | 


Questions. 


Mr. CLANCY: It has been amended | 
since it was introduced. Will it be re- 
printed in its final form ; and, if so, are | 
hon. Members entitled to the full’ 
number of copies of reprints ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly; it was 
amended in the Lords, and it must, 
therefore, be reprinted now it has become | 
an Act. I will inquire as tothe number | 
of copies available for each Member. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman expedite the 
printing of the Act ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I will see what I 
can do. | 


PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the proceedings of the Joint Police 
Committee for Carnarvon on Thursday 
last, when the members of the sub-| 
committee appointed by that body to 
deal with the Bethesda difficulty repu- 
diated the statement made by the 
Chief Constable that they had instructed 
that officer to requisition the aid of the 
military ; whether he has also observed 
that the members of that sub-committee 
state that they had not even been called 
together before such a requisition was 
despatched by the Chief Constable to 
consider the necessity for such a step 
being taken ; and whether he will request 
the Chief Constable to furnish him 
with an explanation of his statements 
to the Government. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : It was stated 
by the First Lord of the Treasury that the 
sub-committee authorised and _ sanc- 
tioned it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Of course it is very 
often possible to use a phrase which may 
€ misunderstood. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I looked it 
up in The Times. 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: I am responsible for 


the statement made by the First Lord, 
as the right hon. Gentleman got 
his information from me. It is 
quite clear that the sub-committee had 
no power whatever to call in the military, 
nor had the chief constable power to 
do so. It was a magistrate who called 
them in, and that magistrate was chair- 
man of the joint committee. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
BILL. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 


|I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 


Board of Education whether the Elemen- 
tary School Teachers’ Bill, relating to the 
tenure of office by teachers, and in which 
both teachers and educationists take the 
greatest interest, having been withdrawn 
late last night, it will be introduced again 
early next session. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): I am afraid I 
am not in a position to give any pledge as 
to the legislation for next session. The 
matter will, no doubt, receive the atten- 
tion of His Majesty's Government. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGE SCHEMES IN 
COUNTY DONEGAL. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Donegal I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
| to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 





he is aware that sites for labourers’ 
*Mr. RITCHIE said he had not had cottages in the Castlefin Electoral 
time to make inquiry, but of course Division (Strabane District No. 2), 
he would do so. He would, however, county Donegal, were approved of by 
point out to the hon. Member that it the Local Government Board inspector 
was not the sub-committee who re- for two labourers named John Doherty 
quisitioned the military, but a magistrate, | and Michael Devine, who have since been 
who, he understood, was chairman of the | evicted by the farmers for whom they 
joint committee. That gentleman called worked by reason of their applications to 
the military in after a meeting of the the district council for cottages, and are at 
sub-committee. _ present residing in cabins unfit for 
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human habitation ; and, seeing the delay | unless they have good reason to believe 
that has taken place in these cases, will | that the object of a meeting is the advo- 
the Local Government Board take steps | cacy of illegal practices. The same policy 
to expedite the erection of the cottages | will be adopted when Parliament is not 
as recommended by the council. sitting. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY FoR! wespRouRNE NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 


IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): | " ‘ 
1" seis : | Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
The Provisional Order in respect of these | .)-:. TF Seago: ails: thee Cdl Seoveess 


cottages is in the press, and will be issued | : 
witte a idan: aaa |to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


| whether he will grant a Return of the 
NORTH DUBLIN DISPENSARY  DIS- _ correspondence in the case of the West- 
TRICT — MEDICAL OFFICERS’ SALA-| bourne National Schools, Roll Nos. 
RIES. | 12926 and 12927, District 10, county 
Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief ‘Down, embracing a letter from the 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | teachers to Board in May, 1899, reports 


Ireland whether his attention has been | 
drawn to the fact that, though the North 
Dublin Board of Guardians agreed to 


of inspectors thereon, the order of the 


National Board made on reports of their 
‘inspectors, and any further correspon- 


grant an increase of salary to the two dence since on this matter. 

medical officers of the North Dublin | 

Dispensary district, the Local Govern-| Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be con- 
ment Board refused to sanction such trary to practice to publish the 
increase; and whether he will state reports of the Board’s inspectors, which 
the reasons why the Board so refused, are confidential documents; and I 
while sanctioning similar increases to | regret I am unable, therefore, to consent 
the medical officers of the South Dublin | to the suggested Return. 


Union. 
| TALLAGHT PETTY SESSIONS—CHARGE 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board did not| OF DAMAGING KYNOCH’S  PRO- 
see its way to approve of the proposed| PERTY. 
increases of salary, as the salaries already; Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the Chief 
paid to these gentlemen were larger than | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
the average salaries paid in other districts | Ireland whether his attention has been 
throughout Ireland, and also £20 a year | directed to the prosecution at the Tal- 
in excess of the salaries paid to medical laght (county Dublin) Petty Sessions, 
officers in the South Dublin city districts. | on the 26th July last, of two men named. 
The effect of the increases since sanctioned | Michael Lawlor and Thomas Behan, 
in the salaries of the medical officers of | on the charge of having damaged a gate 
the South Dublin Union has merely | lock and chain, alleged to be the property 
been to bring up the salaries of these | of Kynoch and Company, Limited ; 
officers to the same level as the salaries | whether he is aware that the accused 
paid to their colleagues in the North} were arrested and the prosecution insti- 
Dublin Union. 'tuted by the police; and whether it is 
| customary for such action to be taken 
POLICE INTERFERENCE WITH UNITED | by the police, in view of the avowal by 
IRISH LEAGUE MEETINGS. the accused that what they did was done 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg/ expressly to assert a public right of way 





to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he pro- 
poses to give instructions to the police 
force in Ireland to desist from taking 
down the names and otherwise inter- 
fering with persons attending meetings 
of the United Irish League while Parlia- 
ment is not sitting, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police do not 





interfere with meetings of the League 


which, according to them, had been 
violated by Kynoch and Company ; 
and whether any instructions will be 
issued to the Irish Constabulary that in 
all such cases they are not to assume 
the functions of prosecutors till the 
rights of the contending parties have been 
judicially determined. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that as the case 
was sub judice he was prevented express- 
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ing any opinion as to the propriety of | hut at Camolin on 21st June ; is he aware 


the action of the police. 


Mr. CLANCY: I only want to know 


was there any precedent for the police | 


acting as they did. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot answer 
such a question without indicating what 


action they took, and I am not prepared | 
todothat. Technically an act of damage | 
was done in order to maintain a claim of | 


right of way ; whether it was necessary 
I am not prepared to say. 


Mr. CLANCY: I will draw attention 


to the matter on the Appropriation Bill. 


IRISH EGG AND BUTTER TRADE. 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in the interests 
of the Irish butter and egg trade, he 
would request the Department of Agri- 
culture of Ireland to appoint a repre- 
sentative in England to safeguard these 


branches of Irish trade in the same way | 


that other European countries have 
their produce looked after. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The duty of pro- | 


tecting the interests of Irish produce 
both in transit and on sale in Great 
Britain, as well as Ireland, has been 


assigned to the inspectors of the Depart- | 


ment. Should experience establish the 
necessity of having a special officer 
resident in this country for the purpose 
the Department will be prepared to take 
that course. The matter is receiving 
close attention. 


CAMOLIN DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath, S.): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for North Louth, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, 
although Sir Robert Paul is the resident 
magistrate for the southern portion of 
county Wexford, Mr. Albert Meldon, 
R.M., who lives at Bray, county Wicklow, 
visited the town of Wexford on Monday, 
and having seen the Sessional Crown 
Solicitor, signed warrants for the arrest 
of ten farmers, near Camolin, who were 
arrested after 3 a.m. on Tuesday morning 
charged with demolishing a preacher’s 


answer to this question. 


' cumstances. 


representing the Postmaster General, 





_ that Mr. Meldon, R.M., held a special court 
_atGorey to trythe prisoners, and on whose 
authority the Crown Solicitor prosecuted 
them without allowing them time to 
obtain legal assistance, notwithstanding 
that they, nearly two months before, 
were tried on the same charge at Ferns 
Petty Sessions, when informations were 
refused by the local justices ; will he ex- 
plain why these men were arraigned 
before the stipendiary magistrate instead 
of by summons, and is he aware that the 
stipendiary refused a longer adjourn- 
‘ment than to Friday, although the 
prisoners were without legal advice, and 
is it the intention of the Crown to depart 
from the ordinary practice of not trying 


bailed prisoners at next winter assizes. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have not the full 
information necessary jfor a proper 
The Bench, I 
believe, was equally divided, and the 
usual course was taken under those cir- 
Sir Robert Paul, having 
sat on the Bench in the first iustance, said 
he preferred some other resident magi- 


| strate to take the matter up. 


DUBLIN POSTAL OFFICIALS’ 


GRIEVANCES. 
The following three Questions were put 


by— 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : To ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as_ repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that Messrs. Arrd, Beatty, 
Bleech, O'Reilly, Harris, sorting clerks 
employed in the General Post Office, 
Dublin, received only 18s. per week 
starting pay, while Messrs. Mullen, 
O'Loughlin, Kelly, Daly, Walsh, Farrar, 
who entered the Dublin Office after the 
same examination, and under the same 
conditions, received 20s. per week; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Tweedmouth recommendations did not 
refer to any of the above officers as 
future entrants under the new scheme 
outlined in their report, further inquiry 
will be instituted with a view of re- 
dressing the alleged grievances of the 
officers affected. 


To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
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whether he is aware that the duty | connections failed at Limerick Junction ; 
scheme introduced in the Dublin Sorting | and whether, owing to the frequent dis- 
Office last April has not given effect, as | connections of mail trains at Limerick 
intended, to the Tweedmouth recommen- | Junction of late, the Post Office will take 
dation, that officers performing split} immediate action so as to prevent the 
duties should have an interval of nine arrival of mails being eight hours late 


(Appropriation) Bill. 








clear hours at their own homes, that : 
since the introduction of this scheme | 
there has been an increase in extra) 
duties, and that almost all officers per- | 
forming extra duties are called upon to | 
give a triple attendance, and whether the | 
Postmaster General would consider the | 
making of an arrangement whereby a_| 
continuous eight hours attendance could | 
be given. | 

To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
as representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that ten of the! 
twenty-one officers employed on the 
Dublin and Queenstown T.P.O. receive 
a trippage allowance of but 33d. per 
hour, while the remaining eleven obtain 
7s. for every day or fraction thereof ; that , 
all are called upon to perform the same 
class of duties, and have to meet with 
the same expenses, and that the ten'| 
officers travelling at reduced trippage | 
allowance have stated by memorial that 
it is insufficient ; and is he aware that on 
a certain occasion the expenditure to, 
barely sustain exceeded the allowance, 
and will he state whether the Postmaster 
General refused to be personally inter- 
viewed by two of their number, and if it is 
intended to remedy in any way the 
alleged grievance. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I will cause 
un answer to these questions to be sent 
to the hon. Member. 


TRALEE MAILS. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that, prior to the 
amalgamation of the Waterford and 
Limerick with the Great Southern and 
Western Railways, the Post Office autho- 
rities directed or sanctioned the running 
of special trains for the conveyance of 
His Majesty's mails from Limerick 
Junction to Tralee, via Limerick, New- 
castle West and Listowel, when the 








| tion of the law. 





at all points from Limerick to Tralee. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am making inquiries, and will forward 
the answer to the hon. Gentleman. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
TION) BILL. 


[THIRD READING. ] 
Order for Third Reading read. 


(APPROPRIA- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I desire 
to bring under the attention of the House 
a question, very narrow, perhaps, but yet 
one of the gravest public importance, 
and looking back at the history of Ireland 
for the last ten or twenty years, in my 
opinion it would be impossibie to think 
of any question of more vital importance, 
affecting as it does the confidence of the 
people of Ireland in the fair administra- 
It will be in the recol- 
lection of every Member of the House 
who has taken any interest in Irish 
affairs that from time to time, for many 
years past, statements have been made 
and rumours have been spread that there 
existed in Ireland an infamous system 
which, if it was not openly sanctioned 
by the highest authorities, was at least 
winked at and encouraged by powerful 
subordinate officialsk—a system utterly 
opposed and odious to the law and prac- 
tice of this country, namely, the system 
of allowing police agents to organise and 
manufacture crime in Ireland. Of 
course the Government always repu- 
diate all responsibility for such proceed- 
ings, but nevertheless the fact remains, 
that in the minds of the public in Ireland 
the belief exists—a widespread belief— 
that this is an accepted and adopted 
system amongst police officers in Ireland. 

Now, Sir, a case has recently occurred, 
the particulars of which are fresh in the 
minds of most Members in the House— 
a case surrounded by circumstances of 
the most mysterious character and most 
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far-reaching influence. I refer to the 
case of the dismissal of Sergeant Sheridan 
and Constable Mahony from the Royal 
Irish Constabulary force. The facts of 
this case can be very briefly stated. 
On the Ist January this year, Ser- 
geant Sheridan and Constable Mahony, 
stationed at Mullagh, County Clare, 
arrested a tramp named Ryan on the 
charge of having been caught red-handed 
in the act of posting threatening notices. 
Subsequently Ryan was found to have 
two threatening notices in one of his 


{COMMONS} 


1308 


| evidence to show that the charges were. 
| concocted or that the charges were true, 
and that there was not enough of evi- 
dence to secure conviction.” 1 come 
now to one of the points I wish to 
emphasise. Was it not a rather strong 
measure to dismiss two police officers in 
disgrace and reduce them to beggary 
without affording them an opportunity 
'of clearing themselves if they could ? 
In my experience it is absolutely without 
precedent in the history of the Irish 
police force to dismiss two members of it 


(Apprepriation) Bill. 





pockets; he was brought before the | on the simple ground that their evidence 
magistrates, and the case was adjourned | was insufficient to procure conviction. 
from one petty sessions to another, until | I am not stating what may be in my own 
finlly Ryan was discharged and allowed | mind. I am repeating what the Govern- 
to go free on the ground that the evidence | ment stated in this House. That in 
against him was insufficient. Soon after, | itself is one of the mysterious circum- 
marvellous to report, Sergeant Sheridan | stances in the case. 

and Constable Mahony were dismissed| I now come to another stage in these 
from the police force, apparently in dis- | strange proceedings. The case remained 
grace, and deprived of their right of|in the position I have described until 
pension. No charge was preferred | quiterecently. These officers came to me 
against them, and they were therefore | and to other Members of this House and 
left absolutely helpless as regards clearing | asserted most positively that they were 
their character. Sheridan immediately | victims of a conspiracy, that they were 
demanded a public sworn inquiry. The| perfectly innocent, and that the man 
annals of the police force afforded a} Ryan admitted to them while in the 
precedent for such a course, for a few! barrack that he was guilty of having 
years ago a Constable Maloney, stationed | the notices in his possession. These 
in the county Wicklow, who was dis-| men actually begged me to bring the case 
charged from the force under similar | under the notice of the Government, 
circumstances,demanded such an inquiry, 'so that they might have at least the 





which was at first refused, but was subse- | justice of a public inquiry, and I did so, 


quently granted, with the result that 
Maloney was exonerated from the charges 
against him, and reinstated iv the force. 
Therefore the demand made in the 
present case by Sergeant Sheridan was 
in accordance with the practice pre- 
viously recognised. He asked for the 
inquiry on the ground that he was dis- 
missed wrongly and on a false charge, 
and that the tramp Ryan was really 
guilty of having the threatening notices 
in his possession. 
demand he put before his superior 
officers a totally different theory of what 
occurred in the case. But the demand 
was refused. The question was raised 
in the House, and it is important to 
examine the reason that was given for 
the refusal. We were told that “ the 
evidence by which they attempted to 
substantiate the charges against Ryan 
was contradictory and unsatisfactory,” 


and it was also said that “ there was no | 


Mr. Dillon. 


In presenting his | 


with the result that I could get no satis- 
factory reply, beyond what I have 
already stated. The inquiry, which I 
'think in common justice they ought to 
| have, was refused, but why ? What are 
|the Government afraid of? If the 
'men have misbehaved themselves, their 
| position will be all the worse. If 
| they have not, then they ought to 
be cleared of suspicion. This attempt 
'to hide all information and to shirk 
all investigation is another of the 
mysterious circumstances of the case. 
The inquiry, if it served no other purpose, 
would set at rest the rumours in circula- 
tion about the action and conduct of the 
police. I have received many letters 
in reference to this case, not only from 
the locality in which this occurrence took 
place, but from other parts of the county 
Clare and from the county Leitrim, 
where ‘Sheridan was at one time or 
another stationed, and in all of these 
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letters I am told it is the firm conviction 
of the public in those places that Sheridan 
for many years had been engaged in 
organising crime and obtaining the 
conviction of innocent people, and I say 
that this affords a strong additional 
ground for an inquiry, for even if those 
impressions are utterly unfounded it 
would be of the utmost importance to 
remove them once for all from the minds 
of the public. Coming to the next stage 
in the case, I learned that, while the 
Government were refusing to hold an 
inquiry publicly as we demanded, 
they were prosecuting an_ elaborate 
secret inquiry behind the backs of 
Sheridan and all others interested into 
the previous history of the transactions 
in which Sheridan was engaged in his 
capacity as a police officer. I got a 
letter from a man in the county Leitrim 
informing me that this inquiry was 
going on. I think it is an extraordinary 
thing that you refuse a man a public 
inquiry when he demands it, and when 
there is a precedent for it, and at the 
same time go behind his back and 
without his knowledge bring the whole 
machinery of the detective force into 
operation, and give him no chance of 
defending himself. What was the result 
of this secret inquiry? The result was 
that it bore out fully, in the judgment of 
the Government, the sinister rumours 
to which I have already alluded. The 
Chief Secretary himself has told us that 
this man Sheridan had not only sinned 
in the case of Ryan, but that he was a 
cunning, unscrupulous scoundrel. That 
was an appalling admission. This police 
officer, who was dismissed in disgrace, 
had been engaged for a period extending 
over seven or eight years in a steady, 
systematic conspiracy for the manu- 
facture of crime and for the conviction 
of innocent men, and had actually 
succeeded in sending several to gaol for 
lengthened terms of imprisonment. That 
is a terrible record. And to make it 
worse, this man Sheridan was not acting 
alone. Both in the county Leitrim and 
at Hospital, in the county Clare, he was 
acting in co-operation with other police 
officers, who are still in the service of 
the Crown, and still probably carrying 
on the same nefarious work. 

I want to know what the intentions 
of the Government are with regard to 
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Sheridan’s confederates in the force ? 
Admitting the Government view that 
Sheridan, the Chief Secretary said, has 
deceived the Government and sent 
innocent men to gaol, what will the 
Government do in regard to his con- 
federates, who are still active in Ireland 2? 
I think we are entitled to a full disclosure 
in this matter. It is impossible to 
exaggerate the importance of the subject. 
In order to illustrate the gravity of the 


(Appropriation) Bill. 

















ease I will take the history of one out 
of the many victims whom this man 
Sheridan, on the admission of the Govern- 
ment, sent to gaol on concocted charges 
and for long terms of imprisonment. 
I take first the case of Dan MeGoohan, 
in the county Leitrim. This Sergeant 
Sheridan some three or four years ago 
charged this man MeGoohan with having 
committed the peculiarly cowardly, dis- 
gusting, and abominable outrage of 
cutting off the tails of cows. MeGoohan 
was a respectable young farmer, and 
when this atrocious outrage was laid to 
his charge the magistrates, on the 
evidence of Sheridan and another police- 
man, committed him for trial to Sligo 
Winter Assizes, and there a most dra- 
matic incident occurred. The first jury 
empanelled to try the case was a mixed 
jury, and they disagreed, whereupon 
the judge spoke rather violently, and 
announced that owing to this failure of 
justice the jury list would be called 
again under fines of £20. On the 
second occasion sixty Catholic jurors 
were ordered to stand aside, and a jury 
picked from the Protestants and Orange- 
men of Sligo was sworn to re-try the 
case—— 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): How do you know they were 
Orangemen ? 


Mr. DILLON: No others would have 
convicted an innocent man on concocted 
evidence. The jury was shamefully 
packed, and McGoohan was found guilty 
and sentenced to two years imprisonment 
with hard labour. To add to the dra- 
matic interest of this trial, a policeman 
named Sullivan was tried on the same 
day at the same assizes, on the charge 
of conspiring to create crime — a 
charge that was first brought against 
him by a Member of this House, Mr. 


3 D 





1311 Cousolidated Fund 


William O’Brien, and a charge which 
the Crown was forced reluctantly to 
take up. What happened? In the 
case against Sullivan, who was charged 
with inciting one man to murder another, 
the Crown made no effort whatever to 
procure a conviction. The Crown made 
it plain that they did not desire a con- 
viction. But in the case against MeGoo- 
han, all the machinery of the Crown was 
put in motion, and sixty Catholic jurors 
were ordered to stand by. Is not that 
a dramatic illustration of the way in 
which justice is administered in Ireland. 
All the assistance of the Crown was given 
to Sheridan to convict the poor man 
McGoohan ; all the powers of the Crown 
were pushed to their utmost extremity 
in the selection and packing of the jury, 
and thus Sheridan was enabled to attain 
his object ; while, on the other hand, in 
the case against Sullivan, who was a 
policeman charged with manufacturing 
crime, the Crown made no effort to secure 
a conviction, and Sullivan was acquitted. 
For their services in the McGoohan case 
Sergeant Sheridan and Constable Reed 
got £5 reward and promotion in the 
force. But the matter does not end 
there. A friend of mine, writing from 
Leitrim, mentions a significant circum- 
stance in connection with Sheridan’s 
stay in that county. He says :—“ When 
Sheridan came to this district a series of 
outrages broke out, and lasted while he 
remained, and when he left the outrages 
absolutely ceased.” Does not that reveal 
a very terrible condition of affairs? It 
is not the only evidence against Sheridan. 
. Another man stated at the private 

inquiry instituted by the right hon. 
Gentleman that Sheridan asked him to 
get up a party and break into the house 
of a man named Curran, who, it was 
said, openly alleged that Sergeant 
Sheridan, and not McGoohan, was the 
man who cut off the tails of the cows in 
the case to which I have already referred. 
The man whom Sheridan tried to induce 
to commit this crime was on bad terms 
with Curran, and obviously Sheridan’s 
object was to kill two birds with one 
stone—namely, to revenge himself on 
Curran for stating that he (Sheridan) 
committed the outrage for which poor 
McGoohan was convicted and at the same 
time organise a fresh crime to enable him 
to show his ability as a police officer to 
secure another £5 reward and further 

Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


' promotion. Is not that a nice revelation 
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of the condition of things to which the 
country is reduced? At the trial in 
Sligo McGoohan strongly protested his 
innocence, and when Sheridan’s comrade, 
Constable Reed, was called to give evi- 
dence he besought him in the name of 
God to tell the truth, but Reed only cor- 
roborated his sergeant’s testimony. At 
the trial Sheridan gave his evidence 
most satisfactorily, and everybody saw 
that he was an able man; but Reed 
broke down, and his evidence at the 
second trial was inconsistent with his 
evidence at the preliminary investigation. 
McGoohan was convicted wrongly, and 
sent to gaol for two years, and Reed is 
still in the police force. MceGoohan has 
since been released, and the Crown are 
so convinced of his innocence that they 
are now prepared to give him compensa- 
tion. I hope it will be substantial com- 
pensation. The first thing McGoohan 
did on being released was to go before 
a magistrate and swear an affidavit that 
he was innocent. 

Now, I ask, what is going to be 
done with these two men who, I say, are 
not only guilty of the abominable crime 
for which McGoohan was convicted, 
but guilty also of organising other 
outrages? Are they to be allowed to go 
scot-free ? I say it is impossible for the 
Government to refuse us an investigation. 
This is not an isolated case. All the 
evidence, including the Government’s 
own admission, goes to show that Sheri- 
dan’s guilt did not stop at the Leitrim 
case, but that he was engaged during 
his entire stay in the county in organising 
a series of outrages. Another curious 
coincidence is that the police barrack at 
which Sheridan was stationed was about 
to be removed when this outrage was 
committed. I believe that the practice 
is not at all uncommon in Ireland when 
the district is a peaceful one, and the 
danger arises of a reduction in the police 
force, these outrages are organised to 
give opportunity to the police of obtain- 
ing promotion for themselves, and, from 
the political point of view, of blackening 
the name and fame of the country. 

I now come to the cases at Hospital, 
cases which, although perhaps not quite 
so dramatic, are equally significant, and 
in which compensation is to be given. 
The first is the case of a man—I forget 
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his name now—who was convicted for | that an awful state of things in a country 
firing a rick of hay and sentenced to a | supposed to be civilised, that innocent 
long term of imprisonment. The man/| men are advised to plead guilty because. 
died a few months after his release. At | the police are prepared to swear against 
the time of his trial he protested his|them? How the Government can have 
innocence, and now it is admitted by the | the face, in view of the state of the public 
Crown that he was wrongfully con-| mind in Ireland, to refuse a public inquiry 
victed and subjected to the most cruel into all the details of this case surpasses 
of all sentences—worse than penal servi-| my understanding. That is not the 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


tude—namely, two years hard labour. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): It was 
penal servitude. 


Mr. DILLON: I was not quite sure 
about that. At all events, it killed him. 
Now his mother is to be compensated. 
He protested all along his innocence, and 
he is admitted to have been the victim 
of a foul conspiracy. There was another 


case in which a police officer eo-operated | 
with Sheridan, and he is still in the) 


force. Another man was convicted in 
Hospital. He pleaded guilty. This poor 
fellow, knowing the impossibility of 
obtaining justice in Ireland, was actually 
advised by his solicitor to plead guilty, 
although he knew he was innocent. He 
did so, and so got off with some small 
sentence. I commend this to the notice 
of the House. The innocent man who 
pleads guilty gets only six months ; the 
innocent man who defends himself gets 
three years penal servitude! Is it not a 
nice state of affairs for any civilised 
country ? I believe in the next case also 
the man was admitted to be innocent. 
I see that the Chief Secretary admits 
that, but of course I do not know that ; 
I have to feel my way along, for I received | 
my facts from Ireland. The police com- | 
mitted outrages for the purpose of con- | 
victing those men and getting promo-| 
tion. They accuse innocent men, and | 


police for ten years! 


| whole of the conspiracy. It is only the 
| leakage, the sudden revelation, as if by a 
| flash of lightning, of the system which 
| we believe has been going on for years. 
| It brings my mind back to the case, 
| famous, or rather infamous, in its day, 
_when, on the eve of a suppressed meeting, 
|I addressed the men of Clare, and in 
connection with which one of those 
infamous police agents was paid by the 
| police, as he admitted in court, to organise 
one of those moonlight outrages. It 
was drawn out of him in court that his 
character was wholly infamous, that 
there could not be a more hideous life 
history, and yet he was in the pay of the 
It was brought 
out in evidence by the district inspector 
examining him at the preliminary in- 
vestigation, that two days after I ad- 
dressed the meeting he spoke to the 
people, and said: ‘‘ You have heard Mr. 
Dillon’s speech ; are you not going to 
follow it up by action?” And that he 
sought to make it out that he was a kind 
of informal agent of mine, evidently for 
the purpose of bringing me into it. And 


| it was admitted by this man that he had 


been paid ten shillings by the police te 
organise this outrage ; that he went toa 


| publichouse and got so drunk that he 
‘fell in the street, was discovered there 


by the police, brought back to the 
barrack, put to bed, made sober, and was 
given another half sovereign, and sent 
out again to organise this outrage. It 





these men, in view of the impossibility was put into his mouth that the motive 
of being acquitted by a packed jury, are| was, ‘That it was necessary to carry 
advised to plead guilty so as to get a out Mr. Dillon’s views.” These are the 
light sentence, and they do so! In| things which occur from time to time. 

the case of poor McGoohan the| There isa belief in Ireland that this 
same advice was given to him by’ system is winked at, and I say it is the 
the solicitor who appeared for him. | duty of the Government to clear up this 
He said, “‘ What chance have you before | whole matter in all its ramifications. 
a Sligo packed jury?” But to his credit | Sergeant Sheridan begged me to put his 


McGoohan refused, and said, if he was|case before the House of Commons. 

going to his grave for it, he would not | He says he is the victim of a prolonged 

admit an offence of which he was not| conspiracy on the part of his officer, 

guilty. I put it to hon. Members, is not  District-Inspector Irwin (?), who was a 
3D 2 
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confederate of the infamous French— 
I dare say the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary remembers French— 
who was the head of the Irish Detective 
Department, and was one of the most 
infamous men who ever served any 
Government, who organised a con- 
spiracy for the commission of unnatural 
crimes, and was convicted and sentenced 
for that offence. Irwin stood by him 
throughout his trial, and was one of his 
chief confidants throughout his defence, 
and he was also one of the chief agents 
of The Times in the infamous Pigott case. 
Sheridan is, it seems, a man who, as the 


Government admitted, was organising | 


crimes. He says this man Ryan really 
had the notice in his pocket, that he was 
the secret agent of the Government 


going about the country organising | 


crime, and was in the act of posting this 


notice in pursuance of a conspiracy for | 
I see the Chief Secretary laughs | 


crime. 
at that. I do not know myself whether 
there is a word of truth in it, but why 
should it not be as true as the Clare case ! 


{COMMONS} 


am sorry it has been allowed for 
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generations in Ireland. So long as it 
is tolerated there, so long will it be im- 
possible for the Government to secure 
respect for the administration of the law. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the House 
will agree that at this late period of the 
session it is only right that I should 
at once reply to the speech to which we 
have just listened. The hon. Member 
said that there was a great deal of mystery 
about this case. So far as I am con- 
cerned, there is none. I will ask the 
House to listen while I state the action 
which the Government has taken and 
the ground on which they base that 
action. 
necessary to clear up these mysteries. 
Yes; but I very much regret that in 
presenting his case he should have 
thought it necessary to rake up the 
'crimes and scandal of French fifteen 
| years ago, to attack the Orangemen, and 
| to drag into the case allegations for which 
there is no foundation. I think it would 
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The hon. Member says it was: 


The Chief Secretary is new to Irish | have been far better if he nad confined 
administration. Let him remember | himself to the particular case of Sheridan, 
that in the Clare case the police them-| ang | propose to follow that course. 
selves, and the Crown Prosecutor, ad-| 9, far as the hon. Member did so. he 
mitted that this man had been in their} palances between two views, one that 
pay for ten years. Ryan disappeared | Sheridan himself is the victim of a wide- 
trom the public view, being discharged | spread conspiracy, the other, that as a 
as an innocent man. Sheridan says | detective officer he has been instrumental 
he dropped upon the wrong man and got |in procuring the conviction of four 
into disfavour with the authorities. ‘Gemchiiak tens. Tew. I bave no hedte- 
Do not imagine that I support that | tion in saying that he did procure the 





statement at all. I support neither 
statement, but I say that a more mon- 
strous transaction it would be impossible 
to conceive, and that the Government 
cannot possibly hope to face Irish public 
opinion upon this matter until the whole 
machinery of the law is cleared of the 
disgrace which attaches to it. I press the 
Government for an inquiry. What are 
you going to do with this police officer 
still in theforce who acted with Sheridan? 
Will the Government, in addition to a 
public inquiry, have a searching inquiry 
into the police force itself? Will the 
Chief Secretary give us a pledge that he 
will undertake to satisfy himself that this 
system of agent provocateur is not still 
going on in Ireland, and if it is, will he 
put a stop to it? It is an odious and 
horrible system, and would not be toler- 
ated for a moment in this country. I 


Mr. Dillon. 


conviction of four innocent men, but I 
will ask the House to follow me whilst 
I treat this case historically, as it came 
to my own knowledge. It is not mysteri- 
ous, but it is much the most unpleasant 
and distressing case with which I have 
been brought into contact during the 
period I have been Irish Secretary. I 
do not intend to claim, and I am not 
entitled to claim, that the Government 
has taken the best course. Opinions 
may be divided as to that, but I do claim 
that there was no course which could be 
wholly satisfactory. If we had proceeded 
by the prosecution of Sergeant Sheridan, 
he would have inevitably been acquitted. 
There was no evidence upon which 
we could have put him on his trial, 
because the evidence against him was 
his own depositions. Your witness was 
gone when he was put into the box, 
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because your witness was identical with 
Prosecution would, there 
fore, have been abortive. Had Sheridan 
been put upon his trial, his innocence 
would have been established, and, there- 
fore, so far as the case of Ryan was 
concerned, he would have been kept in 
high position in the force, with a record 


-of great ability and dexterity and success 


in detective operations, and no reparation 


could have been given to the victims, 


assuming that they were victims, as I 
think that they were. The hon. Member 


‘says that McGoohan is cleared. I, too, 


say he is, but the hon. Member is labour- 
ing between two views—— 


Mr. DILLON: I said that I had no 
material for judging. I laid the two 
views before the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In my opinion 
there were two things to be done. One 
was to get at the bottom of the truth, to 
find out the truth of what had been 
going on ; the other was to make repara- 
tion to the victims of villainy, if villainy 
had been practised. I come back to the 
point of the case against Ryan, whom, 
[ understand, Sheridan represents to be a 
cunning agent. Ryan was really a poor 
old tramp about sixty-five years of age, 
tottering, debilitated, and nearly blind. 
Sheridan arrested him upon a charge 
of affixing a threatening notice to a gate. 
Sheridan’s evidence as givenondeposition 
broke down, and it was clear from an 
inspection of the spot that he could not 
have seen the actions that he stated 
he had seen from the place that he 
said he had observed them from. 
So that it was clear to the Crown that 
Sheridan was fabricating evidence and 
improving the case, if there was a case, 
and it was clear that Ryan should not be 
convicted. It was also clear that if you 
reversed the process and put Sheridan 
upon his trial he would not be con- 
victed. There was no legal evidence 
on which the charge could be brought 
home. But the Crown has a right to 
dismiss a police officer if they believe 
it is for the good of the service and of the 
public, and it has a right to do so without 
giving any reasons for it. Sheridan 
was dismissed from the force because it 
was clear that he was not conducting 


the charge in a straightforward manner. 
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But I was not satisfied with that. | 
took that course because I wished to 
clear the force of Sheridan. There were 
two other courses. One was to put him 
on his trial. If I had done that his 
reputation would have been whitewashed. 
The other one was to say, “ There is no 
real evidence against this man, though 
it was true he had made a mess of the case, 
and we will therefore transfer him to 
another district and leave him there.” 
If that course had been followed the hon. 
Member could not have made his speech, 
because the statements he made about 
the other cases are only known to him 
in consequence of the secret depart- 
mental investigation which I ordered to 
take place. The other constable, Mahony, 
should have had the courage to disown 
Sheridan and tell the truth, but he had 
not the moral courage. Then I looked 
up the records of all the cases in which 
men had been convicted upon the evi- 
dence of this sergeant, and I directed 
that a secret and most searching investi- 
gation should be made of all these cases. 
That was the policy which I adopted, 
not thinking it was a wholly satisfactory 
ending to so melancholy a_ business, 
but sincerely believing that it was the 
best course to pursue if I was to arrive 
at the truth. If I instituted a public 
inquiry (I do not blame the hon. Member 
for suggesting that course) the young 
policemen who were unduly under the 
influence of this wicked and most able 
man would not have given any evidence 
if they had been called upon to do so. 
One of the first maxims of the law 
is that a witness need not say anything 
which would incriminate himself, and 
they would have been, of course, warned 
to that effect, and, although this is not a 
wholly satisfactory way, if you wish to 
get at the bottom of such an evil as this, 
you must have a secret inquiry, and 
acquire some evidence by the distasteful 
process of telling them that if they tell 
the truth they shall not suffer for it, 
and I believe it was the only course by 
which public reparation could be made to 
Bray, or, rather, for I am sorry to say 
that he is dead, to his mother, to Patrick 
Murphy, and to Daniel McGoohan. 
I say that these three men were convicted 
upon evidence that I do not believe, and 
evidence which I can demonstrate to be 
false. ‘But it was not evidence which 


(Appropriation) Bill. 
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was obviously false on the face of it. 
Sheridan was not only an immoral and a 
wicked man, but an _ extraordinarily 
clever man; but when suspicion was 
aroused, and when I looked into these 
three previous convictions, I was struck 
by the extraordinary fact that in each 
one of the cases Sergeant Sheridan 
went out to find a particular crime, and 
then found it. 


Mr. DILLON: That is not at all an 
uncommon thing in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I beg the hon. 
Member's pardon. If this had happened 
once it would have been a strange coinci- 
dence ; if it happened twice it would be a 
matter for incredulity; but as it happened 
three times it brought conviction to my 
mind that Sergeant Sheridan invented 
the crime and then discovered it. That 
is true in all these cases. In a case of 
burning hay he was coming down a road 
with a young police officer, who believed 
in him explicity, because he was considered 
so able a detective. He observed a 
light. It was clear, after the inquiry, 
that no one could have located that 
light ; but Sheridan suggests to this 
young police constable that the light 
is at a particular place on Quinlan’s 
farm. They then arrest a man near the 
spot, and afterwards find that the hay 
has been burned. The same concatena- 
tion of events occurs in another case 
involving the maiming of cattle. Some- 
one is arrested, and they come to the 
place and the cattle are found maimed. 
There is the same sequence of events also 
in the case of the donkey being stabbed. 
I do not ask if the House will accept my 
word—I know they will do so—but my 
judgment. I have carefully stated the 
result of these searching inquiries. It 
is clear to me that there were three gross 
miscarriages of justice ; it is clear also 
that, with one exception, the young 
policemen were not Sheridan’s confeder- 
ates in a criminal conspiracy. They were 
under his influence, and they had not 
the moral courage, when the time came, 
to stand up and say,“ This man’s account 
of what took place does not agree accu- 
rately with what is in my recollection.” 
They believed they were serving under 
a brilliant detective officer, and it is 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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not outside the history of detective work 
that such men at length become fascin- 
ated by crime. That is what happened 
in this case. Sheridan, the clever detec- 
tive officer, became a villain in exercising 
his profession, and influenced and dazzled 
some young men by the force of his 
character and his ability. I could not 
have arrived at the truth of the matter 


young fellows. We said, “Give the 
whole truth, and if you do vou won't 
suffer by it.” We got it. The force 
is rid of Sheridan ; three innocent men 
have had reparation done to them ; 
those dependent upon the fourth have 
received compensation. [| believe that 
by the course pursued this result could 
alone have been achieved. It would 
have been easier to hold a_ public 
inquiry, but you could not have ar- 
rived at the truth and made reparation. 
I leave the course that has been pursued 
to the judgment of the House. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I am sure that no one on 
the Nationalist benches will deny that 
the right hon. Gentleman has acted 
with very great courage in this matter. 
He has given a most able defence of 
the judgment which he formed of 








this case. He has acknowledged wi h 
courageous frankness three gross mis- 
carriages of justice. But it is necessary 
to point out that in dealing with this 
matter we are dealing with a system 
old, hoary, and well-established in Ire- 
land. The right hon. Gentleman shakes 
his head. But the fact is that the 
Irish Members had been fighting this 
system for many years before he occupied 
his present office, or, indeed, before he 
was in Parliament at all. This is not 
a question affecting one particular 
Administration ; it is a system which has 
obtained under different Governments 
—Tory and Liberal Administrations have 
alike had their victims. Let hon. Mem- 
bers recall the case of Bryan Kilmartin 
if they wish to recognise how literally 
true that statement is. From 1880-85 
there was a Liberal Administration in 
power, Lord Spencer was Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland, and Sir George Trevelyan 
was Chief Secretary. Session after session 
Kilmartin’s case was raised. He had 
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been sent to penal servitude for ten) difference. In France the whole nation 
years for shooting at a man with intent | Was torn to pieces, the form of govern- 
to murder. He had always protested | ment was tottering, and there was an 
his innocence, and eyen when we were | outbreak of passion almost, equal to civil 
able, years after, to produce the dying | war—all over the question of whether 
deposition of a man who confessed to; an unpopular man, a member of an 
being the author of the crime, we were | unpopular race, had been fairly tried. 
met by the suggestion that such depo-|I fail to see any such moral uprising 
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sitions were not always to be trusted, and | 
that they were as frequently the manifes- 
tations of fraud as the revelation of 
truth. What happened? There was a 
change of Ministry. Lord Carnarvon 
became Viceroy, and the facts were again 
gone into. The worst of the adminis- 
tration of the law in Ireland is that it 
has too often been treated as a party 
issue, and unjust verdicts have been 





defended, because a reversal might be 
inconvenient to the party in power. | 
Lord Carnarvon went to Ireland, Kil- 
martin was released, and his innocence | 
established, and when Lord Carnarvon 
went to the west of Ireland the man | 
who drove his car was the same man | 
Kilmartin, who had served five years | 
penal servitude. We do not raise this as | 
a party question, but simply to show that 
these gross miscarriages of justice are | 
as possible under one Administration as 
another. | 

Let us for a moment consider what, 
are the admitted facts. A man is_ 
sentenced to two years imprisonment | 
upon a horrible charge of mutilating a | 
cow. He serves his two years, but is | 
found to be convicted unjustly, and | 
sentenced unjustly. Another man is 
unjustly sentenced to three years penal 
servitude, and serves his sentence, and 
is murdered by his sentence. The third 
case is that of a man who, admittedly 
innocent, pleads guilty, because he is ad- 
vised by his solicitor that there is no hope 
for him, and so gets off with a lighter 
sentence. Does not that throw a strange 
light on the administration of justice in 
Ireland? Are things like this possible in 
France ? When the Dreyfus case was at 
its height in France, and the press of this 
country, was pouring a perfect Niagara 
of vituperation upon, not only the mili- 
tary tribunals, but even other tribunals 
in France, I felt it my duty to privately 
ask Englishmen, “ Do you think it im- 
possible that this could have taken place 
anywhere else ?’”’ and I think I said in this 


| result of these trials. 





House that such conspiracies were very 
uccessful in Ireland. But here is the 
8 


against the Dreyfus cases of Ireland. I[ 
would point out to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the terrible risks of trial by packed 
juries. Sheridan would have been 
powerless without the Attorney General, 
because when Sheridan brought his case 
against McGoohan there was a mixed 
jury ; McGoohan was tried by a jury of 
his peers, and that jury was able to form 
what is now admitted to be a correct 
judgment of the case, and he was not 
convicted. Then came the Attorney 
General, or those acting in accord with 
him or under his instructions, and when 
McGoohan was tried again sixty men were 
orderedtostandaside. McGoohan wasthen 


tried upon the evidence of this perjured 


police-sergeant by a jury of his political 
and religious opponents. Trial by a 


_ packed jury is most dangerous in cases of 


a class war or a state of national struggle, 
the terrible danger about it being the 
It is only natural 
when a man is tried by men of another 
political creed or religious faith, even 
if there be no case against the man, to 
find a case. That system of administering 
justice must stand condemned. The 
net moral is, can a system of govern- 


| ment be right under which these things 


are possible. The fact of the matter is, 
the right hon. Gentleman is the victim 
of circumstances. He is the victim of 
a system which has been going on for 
centuries, and which is a scandal to this 
country. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
fast, 8S.) said he was extremely 
reluctant to intervene in any de- 
bate on the last day of the session, 
but he felt compelled to make a few 
observations, having regard to what 
had been said by hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. He had been an Orangeman for 
over half a century, and he desired to 
point out that it was part of the obligation 
taken by Orangemen when they first 


joined the Orange Society not to 
wrong any man on account of 
his religious opinions. Charges had 
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been brought against the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 


Ireland in this House which the right 
hon. Gentleman was perfectly able and 
competent to deal with. One of those 
charges was that he encouraged out- 
rageous ruffianism on the part of Orange- 


{COMMONS} 


wt 
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| Ceionge. with Mr. Michael Davitt as 
one of the speakers. 


| Mr. DILLON remarked that, though 

Mr. Davitt had spoken in Chicago, he 
was not at the meeting to which Mr. 
| Johnston referred. 





men in the north of Ireland. A more | 
unfounded charge had never been made) *Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: If the 


within the four walls of the House of hon. Member disclaims this suggestion 


Commons. There had been rioting in 
Ireland, and an Orangemen or two may 
have been in it, but recently the Grand 
Orange Lodge of Belfast had passed 
a resolution against these outrages, and 
against interference with the liberty of 
the subject in Belfast. More than half a 
million of men were banded together 
to maintain the integrity of the 
Empire in the Orange Society, and he 
firmly believed that if hon. Members 
opposite could divest themselves of some 


of their extraordinary prejudices they 


would do justice to the principles of the 
Orange organisation, which was as 
noble a body as ever was formed 
in the Empire. An attack had been 
made upon the adiinistration of justice 


in Ireland, and it had been stated that | 


it was impossible to obtain justice from 


‘to set fire to English towns, I gladly 


| accept his disclaimer. 
| 


| Mr. DILLON: That is very unfair. 
I might as well ask the hon. Member 
| whether he repudiates a desire to murder 


| his constituents. 


| 

| *Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON had no 
‘wish to hurt the feelings of hon. Gentle- 
|men opposite, and if he had done so he 
| sincerely regretted it. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
‘said that he did not intend to deal with 
the speech just delivered further than 
to say that neither one of the four 
hon. Members representing Belfast had 
thought it his duty to denounce from 
his place in this House the outrages in 
| Belfast. 





a Protestant jury where the person | BN eee ; 
arraigned was a Roman Catholic. He) *Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON said 


would only give his own experience. | that Colonel Saunderson, the Grand 
He was an Orangeman in 1868, and in| Master of the Orangemen of Belfast 
that year was placed in the dock charged | and the chairman of the Irish Unionist 
with taking part in an Orange procession. | party in this House, had_ repudiated 
A jury was empannelled on that occasion, | them on behalf of the Irish Unionists. 

many of whom were Orangemen, and | ; 
all of whom he thought were Protestant.| Mr. CLANCY said that might or 
That jury did their duty, and although | might not be, but he noted that not a 
he was an Orangeman they convicted | single hon. Member representing Belfast 
him. Subsequently the Act under | had repudiated these outrages in Belfast. 
which he had been convicted was re-| He associated himself with the hon. 
pealed. In 1872 he, being in Canada,| Member for the Scotland Division of 
was thanked by a body of Irishmen | Liverpool in saying that the Chief 
for having helped to obtain this exten-| Secretary for Ireland had acted in a 
sion of freedom, and Mr. John O’Farrell, | manner which commanded the approval 
head of the Fenian organisation inj of the Irish party, the spirit he had 
Canada, proposed to serenade him. While | shown in his reply to the hon. Member 
Nationalists in this House protested | for East Mayo being very different from 
against what they regarded as injustice, | the spirit displayed on other occasions. 
they would do well to protest also against | He thought on such an occasion as this 
the language of some people opposed tc it should be admitted that the right hon. 
British rule. He alluded particularly | Gentleman had gone a very great way 
to the recent recommendations by in discharging properly the functions 
O'Donovan Rossa to set fire to English | of his office. He also associated himself 
towns in order to obtain what he called | with the expression of opinion which 
justice to Ireland. That suggestion was had fallen from the hon. Member the 
made at a meeting of Irishmen in, Member for the Scotland Division that 

Mr. William Johnston, 
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this was a matter of system, and if hon. 
Members had looked at the questions 
on the Notice Paper of to-day they 
would find two further illustrations of 
the working of that system in Ireland. 
The first illustration was that of a case 
with regard to right of way. It appeared 
that in his constituency a right of way 
had been exercised by certain persons 
over certain property, that an English 
company had recently acquired the 
property, and they had put up a gate 
with a lock to it to prevent the people 
from further exercising the right of way 
which was alleged to exist. It was an 
unimportant matter, and he only re- 
ferred to it for the purpose of illustrating 
the method of the Government in Ire- 
land. One or two persons went deliber- 
ately and smashed the gate and the lock 
as protest. That was a common thing 
to do in England under such circum- 
stances. It was the way in which one 
had to assert a public right which had 
been invaded. Under those circum- 
stances what would have been done in 
England would be that the person who 
said he had been injured would have been 
left to use his legal remedy, and he would 
have brought a civil suit in the county 
court or the High Court to establish his 
right, and then, if he established his 
right, if anybody subsequently interfered 
with that right that person would be 
sued or a criminal prosecution would 
be brought against him. What was 
the case in Ireland ?—he did not insinuate 
for a moment that the Chief Secretary 
or the Attorney General directed it to 
be done. In this case the police arrested 
the two men who broke the lock of the 
gate, although those men avowed that 
their reason for doing it had been to 
preserve a public right, and they prose- 
cuted them at the petty sessions. He 
was told that the case was under appeal, 
and he did not intend to take advantage 
of his position as a Member of Parliament 
to do what he would not do outside the 
House. He expressed no opinion on 
the case, and the only point to which 
he wished to direct attention was 
that the police in Ireland 
from long custom believed this was the 
right thing to do in the interests of the 
Government, and in this case they had 
set themselves up to do what Kynoch 
and Co., the English company in question, 
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would not have done in England. The 
other case was where ten men, only two 
months before, were tried on a certain 
charge. On that occasion the informations 
asked for were refused by the local jus- 
tices. If that had occurred in England 
further proceedings would have been 
stayed, and no more would have been 
heard of the case; but in Ireland, two 
months afterwards, the resident magis- 
trate went to Wexford, had an interview 
with the Crown solicitor, as a result of 
which he issued warrants for the arrest 
of the ten men, and two or three days 
afterwards sat alone, without a jury, and 
tried the case by himself. He would 
not even allow an adjournment of more 
than a day or two to allow the accused 
to obtain legal assistance. Would such 
a thing be tolerated in England for a 
moment? If such a thing had been 
mentioned before the war as having 
occurred in the Transvaal, notice would 
have been taken of it in this House, and 
the case would have been referred to by 
the Colonial Secretary in no measured 
terms. What he wished to know was, 
who ordered the resident magistrate to 
to go down and have a private conver- 
sation with the Crown solicitor at Wex- 
ford’? If anybody had told him to do so 
they were guilty of a very grave irre- 
gularity. If he was not told to do so, was 
it not very singular that this man should 
go down and do a thing of this kind ? 
If an ordinary magistrate, the chairman 
of a county council elected by a popular 
vote, had done a thing of this kind, how 
long would he have held his position ? 
Those were the illlustrations to which 
he alluded, and there he left them. He 
only mentioned them to show that in the 
minds of the Irish people the idea was 
deeply impressed that the law was ad- 
ministered in favour of a class in the 
interests of the Government, that the 
law was pursued to the utmost in some 
cases and eased in others, and such an im- 
pression as that was bound to bring dis- 
credit on the administration of the law 
in Ireland. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) called attention to the large 
increase and efficiency of the Volunteers. 
They now numbered 277,000 men, 
98 per cent. of whom were efficient. 
The Secretary of State for War had said 
in the course of his observations during 


(Appropriation) Bill. 
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the session that he would sooner have 
fewer men, but more efficient. The 
War Office should be very careful not to 
promulgate schemes for increasing the 
efficiency of the Volunteers which would 
have a tendency greatly to reduce the 
numbers of the force. Those serving 
in the Volunteer force were anxious 
to support the authorities in making the 
force more efficient. He recognised 
that he was at a considerable disadvan- 
tage owing to the heavy domestic 
calamity which had befallen the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War, but as this was the only oppor- 
tunity when this question could be raised, 


{COMMONS} 
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j everything he could to get his men to 
camp, but exceptional circumstances 
arose, not only in the case of men, 
but in the case of corps, which rendered it 
impossible for Volunteers to go into 
camp. In the case of individuals 
sickness and the disabilities arising 
from family affairs and civil employ- 
ment ought to be taken into considera- 
tion. The country was greatly in- 
|debted to employers of labour for the 
|} encouragement they had given to the 
' Volunteer movement, and if a condition 
‘of things arose in which employers 
preferred men who were not Volunteers 
to men who were Volunteers it would be 








he hoped he would be forgiven for bring- | a most unfortunate thing for the defence 
ing it before the House at this time. |of the country and for the Volunteer 
On the 22nd of July there was laid upon | force. The Government itself did not 
the Tables of both Houses a scheme | encourage Volunteers in their employ in 
relating to this matter. By the merest | attending camps. They had had great 
accident he had been able to obtain | difficulty in getting men to attend at all ; 





a copy of it through the courtesy of one 
of the officials of the library. It had 
not been issued to Members of the House, 
and was only obtainable in the House 
of Lords’ Vote Office. He had a copy 
of the scheme, and he earnestly hoped 
the Financial Secretary would mention 
to his colleague the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State the points which 
he now desired to submit to his con- 
sideration. The Volunteer force were 
anxious to do everything possible to 
support the authorities, and in the 
present Inspector - General — General 
Turner—they had a man of great tact, 
most anxious to do everything possible 
not only to increase the efficiency of the 
force, but to do so in every possible way. 
He did not know who was responsible 


and if that was so in the case of the 
Government, how much more was it the 
fact in the case of private employers. 
| He earnestly urged upon the War Office 
the inexpediency of pressing this matter 
unduly, because if they did press it the 
result would be lamentable. He urged 
‘that at the end of Clause 10 some words 
should be added to this effect— 


“Unless with the special authority of the 
ing the brigade upon the 
the commanding officer 





| 
| officer commandin 
recommendation o 
of the Volunteers.” 


If that were done he did not think there 
would be much to object to in the 
scheme. But in regard to the question 
of going into camp there was another 
subject to consider. The War Office 
also said that a Volunteer must not go 
into camp before he had gone through 





for the new scheme of efficiency, but pis course of musketry, but, as some 
’ ’ 


there were some matters connected with 
it which required the special attention 
of the Secretary of State. The scheme 
represented a considerable increase in | 
the requirements of the Volunteer force, | 
but they would endeavour to carry it 
out. He called particular attention to 
the tenth paragraph, which said— 

“No corps or individual Volunteer will be 


exempted from attending camp for two con- 
secutive years.” 


He desired to see that order amended. 
If that order was persisted in, it would 


have a most detrimental effect upon the 
Volunteer force. Every commanding 


regiments went into camp in Whit-week, 
they could only obtain a hurried course 
of instruction in musketry, which was 
valueless, and if this order was insisted 
upon it would do harm to the Volunteer 
force instead of good. He did not know 
who was responsible for this scheme, but 
he hoped the attention of the Secretary 
of State would be given to the matters 
to which he had referred. In connection 
with keeping up the musketry efficiency of 
the Volunteer force, the War Office must 
obtain suitable sites for rifle ranges. 
The Volunteers of the country were 
most anxious to increase their efficiency, 


officer in the force was anxious to do| but the War Office must not insist upon 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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what was impossible. Let the power of 
exemption from attendance in camp for 
two consecutive years be exercised, that 
some of the best and most zealous men 
might not be turned “ neck and crop” 
out of the Volunteer force because, 
owing to their individual circumstances, 
they were unable to comply with War 
Office requirements. With regard to 
sités for ranges, there should be a distinc- 
tion between the case of urban corps, 
which had great difficulty in obtaining 
sites, and country corps, whose ranges 
were often close at hand. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) drew the attention of the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
to the executions in Cape Colony, and 
asked whether, when the report of the 
executions was received, it would be 
circulated among Members of Parliament. 
He requested the noble Lord at the same 
time to inform Members as to the prin- 
ciple upon which the authorities acted in 
calling upon burghers to attend the 
executions and the promulgation of 
sentences. Were all the inhabitants sum- 
moned, or only a certain number? Ifa 
number were selected, what were the 
principles of selection that guided the 
authorities? These were things the 
House of Commons ought to know. It 
had been stated that only disloyalists were 
called upon to attend the executions. Did 
that mean all those who did not approve 
the policy of the war, or, those who were 
charged with treason, or simply suspects ? 
Another point on which information 
was necessary was as to what had been 
the effect of these executions. Had the 
effect been deterrent or the reverse ? 
An English minister in South Africa had 
written to him to say that these execu- 
tions were the best means of recruiting 
the Boers, and anyone who knew the 
character and the disposition of the 
Dutch must be aware that such would 
be the effect. It was perfectly apparent 
that the Boers had recruited very 
largely in Cape Colony since the execu- 
tions. He thought the House was en- 
titled to have information on _ these 
points. That was all he desired to ask 
the noble Lord. 

Then. he wished to draw the attention 
of the Home Secretary tothe statements 
made at a recent meeting of the Car- 
narvonshire Joint Police Committee. The 
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First Lord of the Treasury during 
the Penrhyn debate assured the House 
of Commons that a sub-committee of 
that body, consisting of magistrates and 
county councillors, had requested the 
War Office to send the military down to 
Bethesda. This statement from the 
Leader of the House made a great im-. 
pression, because an impartial body, con- 
sisting of county councillors as well as 
magistrates, carried weight. On Thurs- 
day, however, the statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was indignantly 
repudiated by the joint: committee, who 
declared that the sub-committee had 
nothing to do with the calling in of the 
military. They showed that the chief 
constable came to them, having made 
up his mind distinctly that he would have 
the military, and that they had neither 
sanctioned nor authorised it. The only 
member of the joint committee who 
defended the action of the chief constable 
was Lord Penryhn, while the lord 
lieutenant of the county criticised the 
calling in of the military by a magistrate 
from outside. The chief constable was 
an upright and sincere man, but he was 
also a nervous man. He was not a 
Welshman, and when he heard a crowd 
boohing in a language he did not under- 
stand, he seemed to think a riot would 
follow. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. RitcuHir, 
Croydon) said when he and the First 
Lord of the Treasury referred to this 
matter on a previous occasion they 
spoke upon the information supplied 
by the chief constable, which justified 
the position they then took up. In his 
letter to the Home Office the chief con- 
stable said a meeting of the sub-committee 
had approved his action, and authorised 
him to inform the officer commanding 
the troops that military aid might shortly 
be required, and to ask that troops should 
be held in readiness. The chairman 
also had appointed the chairman of the 
standing joint committee, who was also a 
magistrate, to sign the requisition for 
troops if necessary. That was the state 
of things when circumstances arose 
which in the opinion of the chief constable 
justified him in again calling the sub- 
committee with a view for sending for 
troops. On July 31st the chief con-- 
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stable wrote to the Home Office stating | *Mr. RITCHIE was understood to say 
that he had attended a meeting, previ- | that was not so. 


ously called, of the sub-committee re- ? 
ferred to in his former letter, and that, | ~MR. WILLIAM J ONES: At all 
events, the feeling of the joint police 


after expressing his reasons for thinkin ; : é 
P d 5 | committee after deliberating yesterday 


a military force necessary, he had for- 3 ; 
y y was that the chief constable acted in an 


warded a requisition signed by the : 
chairman to the general officer command- | Unecessary way, that the sub-committee 


ing the North-Western District. That | Wt beyond its jurisdiction, and that 
did not say that the sub-committee | #Y requisition for military force should 
authorised the chief constable in calling | be signed by the magistrate acting in 
for the military, but it justified the | the district. 


interpretation which he and his right! *\fp RITCHIE said that was quite a 
hon. friend had put upon the letter. wrong view; any magistrate in the 
Having regard to the previous letter, | county had jurisdiction. 

they were justified in assuming that the 

sub-committee assented to the calling| *yp WILLIAM JONES said that 
for troops. Of course, he would noW |that was a straining of the point, for 
ask the chief constable for an explanation. | aceording to the law lucidly explained the 
In a case of this kind the Home Secretary | other day by his right hon. friend the 
-did not receive the requisition, and the | Memberfor East F ife, it could not be too 
responsibility rested, not with the sub- | clearly understood that the local magi- 
‘committee or joint committee, but strates werethe keepers of the peace. The 
first of all with the chief constable. It | requisition for the attendance of the 
was his duty, if he thought that the! military must proceed from the local 
peace could not be preserved without magistrates, and from them alone. 

the aid of troops, to take the necessary | 

steps to obtain military assistance, and! *Corone, SANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle) 
that was by communicating, not with the said he desired to make one or two re- 
Home Office, which was no party in the marks with regard to what fell from the 
matter, but with the general officer! hon. and gallant Member for Central 
commanding in the district, through | Sheffield. The impression he received 
the magistrate, having first obtained | from the speech of his hon. and gallant 
the signed order from the magistrate. friend was that it was proposed that the 
The military, of course, would not come responsibility for the exemption of indi- 
‘on the demand of the chief constable. | vidual volunteers from attending camp 
The magistrate in this case was appointed | should be thrown on the general officer 
by the sub-committee to take action when | commanding thn disteict, That was a 
action became necessary. Upon t © | proposal to which he could not agree. 
point whether there was a difference of | Tf there was one thing which the War 





opinion between the sub-committee and Office should do it was to keep general 
‘the chief constable he would communicate | offcers free from being overloaded by 


‘with the latter. detail work of this nature, as the 

‘time at their disposal was already 
*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- | insufficient for their legitimate work 
shire, Arfon) said at the meeting of|of inspection and training of the 
the joint police committee, held on the| troops in their commands, under an 
‘previous Thursday, many members | efficient system of decentralisation and 
criticised the action taken in this matter | responsibility. His view of the matter 
as being wholly irregular, and the Lord | was that the administration of details 
Lieutenant commented in very strong | with regard to both the Militia and the 
terms on the locus of the sub-committee, Volunteers should be taken out of the 
and said that it had acted ultra vires, | hands of general officers commanding 
the only persons qualified to sign the re-| districts and put into the hands of the 
quisition being the mayor or the magi-| heads of brigades, which should be 
strate having jurisdiction in the district. | formed by reducing the number of 
The chairman of the Bangor Bench | regimental districts and putting them 
held the same view. into brigades, each brigade having at its 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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head a brigadier with proper staff, 
charged with the special duty of super- 
vising the efficiency of the Militia, the 
Volunteers, and Army Reserve, within 
the limit of his district command, and 
being responsible for the same to the 
general officer, of whose command two 
or three brigades would form a 
subordinate part. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) raised the question of allotting to 
Irish manufacturers and traders a fair 
proportion of the contracts for supplies 
to troops in Ireland. There were 20,000 
troops located in Ireland ; the country 
had to pay a very large sum towards 
their up-keep, and some of the supplies 
necessary ought to be obtained in 
Ireland. He suggested that depots and 
stores should be established in Ireland. 
It was in the interests of economy and 
the welfare of Ireland that there should 
be such establishments in that country. 
It was disgraceful that, when such 
things as boots or shoes were re- 
quired, orders were immediately sent to 
Woolwich for them, and they were not 
obtained in Ireland. That was not a 
system with which the Commander-in- 
Chief in Ireland was in sympathy. 
The Duke of Connaught adopted the 
view that it would be greatly to the well- 
being of Ireland it if had a share of the 
War Office contracts. It had been said 
that the amount of work to be done 
would not be sufficient to justify the 
establishment of a depot in Ireland, but 
it had been conclusively proved that 
such an establishment would be as 
greatly to the advantage of the Army 
as to the country, and he certainly 
thought that it was only right that a 
certain amount of the money which 
was spent on the maintenance of the 
troops in Ireland should be spent in that 
country. Within his own recollection 
the canteens for the use of the troops in 
Ireland were supplied by Irish brewers 
and distillers, but recently all that had 
been changed. The noble Lord had 
stated that he had no control over that, 
but he would ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man to go a little further and make a 
recommendation to the commanding 
officers upon this question. 


CoLONEL ROYDS (Rochdale) said he 
wished to supplement what had fallen 
from the hon. and gallant Member for 


{17 Aueust 1901} 
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Central Sheffield in regard to Volun- 
teers going into camp, and in regard 
to the condition of the northern Volun- 
teers. He was sure the House was 
desirous that no unnecessary conditions 
should be placed in the way of increasing 
the efficiency on numbers of the Volun- 
teers. At the beginning of the session 
he put a question. to the Secretary of 
State for War on the subject of class 
firing before Volunteers went into camp, 
and asked that the special circumstances 
attaching to any particular corps should 
be considered in order that the capitation 
grant might be obtained. Some members. 
of the Volunteer battalion of which 
he was honorary colonel went out 
this year, but were unable to obtain 
the necessary qualification to entitle 
them to the capitation grant. He wished 
to point out that there was a great 
difference between Volunteers who went 
into camp at this time of the year and 
those who went out at Whitsuntide. 
t was impossible for the Volunteers 
who had to go out at Whitsuntide to 
qualify, and to put their recruits through 
the necessary musketryinstruction, before 
they went out. In Lincolnshire they 
had a very bad climate. In his own 
district, where his battalion was raised, 
it rained two days out of three, and in 
the limited period between the time 
when they could recruit men and the 
time they went into camp it was physi- 
cally impossible to enable them to 
qualify according to the War Office 
order. He therefore asked that there 
should be some consideration given, 
under these special circumstances, to 
enable these men to qualify, so that they 
might receive the capitation grant. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) said the 
House had listened to hon. Members who 
had addressed it as officers of the Volun- 
teers; he wished to state his view as 
a private, and to call attention to the 
hardship of attending camp. He had 
attended a camp during the last two 
years and had found the process very 
exhausting. He did not think that in 
asking for some relaxation of the regula- 
tions as to camp attendances they were 
proposing anything likely to be against 
the efficiency of the Volunteer force, 
and he therefore hoped the Financial 
Secretary would give favourable con- 
sideration to the appeal. 
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Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10|to say that, while there must be one 
tHe WAR OFFICE (Lord STAN Ley, | central depot for Army contracts, powers 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) said he was| were given to the general officer com- 
sure hon. Members would agree that he | manding in each district to buy necessary 
could not possibly give them anything | supplies in the district. As canteens 
but a sympathetic answer ; but he could | were intended for}the men, and were paid 
not on the present occasion undertake | for by the men, their tastes must alone 
that all the particular grievances of the! be considered in the liquors supplied. 
Volunteers which had been referred to | 
should be at once remedied. His right} Mr. NANNETTI said he was quite 
hon. friend the Secretary for War, in| certain that Dublin porter would satisfy 
introducing his Army scheme, speaking | the tastes of the men. What he feared 
of the Volunteers, said that what was | was that the Government officials over- 
wanted was quality rather than quantity. | ruled their tastes. 

Efficiency must be insisted upon, and if | 

that resulted in a diminution of numbers} Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) urged that 
he did not think the country would suffer | there should be a reform in the adminis- 
any loss. The regulations had been put | tration of the Labourers Acts in Ireland. 
forward with a view to securing effi-| He concurred with the hon. Member for 
ciency, by getting out of the Volunteers | College Green that Irish workers were 
as much work as was possible, and at | not well treated, and he pointed out that 
the same time as little work as was con- | unless the flow of emigration was to 
sistent with national safety. There was/ continue some change must be made. 
no intention of adhering to them as hard|In working the Labourers Acts there 
and fast rules, and if it were found that| was too great a tendency to adhere to 
in any place the shoe pinched something | technicalities, with the result that 
would be done to remedy it. As he said, | schemes were very hard to carry through. 
he could not give a pledge that the | He appealed to the Chief Secretary to 
requests which had been made would | apply a remedy in this respect. 

be complied with ; but he had it from | 

his right hon. friend the Secretary for Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8S.) referring 
War to say that in the autumn he would to the state of affairsin Malta, and to an 
bring together all the objections which answer given to a question put by him 
had been raised to his scheme with regard | thereon earlier in the day, said that no 
to the Volunteers, and lay them, not one could be blind to the fact that the 
before a committee, but before those | situation at this moment was very grave. 
who were best able to advise him, and It had been produced, as he considered, 
that in every case in which it was found to a great extent by the action of the 
that the objections could be met without | Colonial Secretary in ignoring the 
1os3 of efficiency they would be met in the | petition presented to the House of 
fullest and frankest manner. The Commons by the elected members of the 
answer to the questions of the hon. Council of Government. Had similar 
Member for Carnarvon must depend | treatment been meted out to any English- 
upon the reports. The hon. Member speaking colony, he did not believe that 
asked whether the reports when they | the House would have listened in silence 
were received would be published. That, to the reply of the right hon. Gentleman. 
was a question for the Secretary for War | He hoped that the Maltese would protest 
to decide. He could not give a pledge against the wayin which they had been 
on his behalf. With regard to the hon. treated, and that they would resist the 
Member’s other question, whether there imposition of taxation and the attempt 
had been an extension of Boer recruiting | to force the English language on them. 
in Cape Colony, he certainly had seen no | 
information on the point, and he did| THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
not believe there was any, but if there! THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
were any information of the kind which | Birmingham, W.)}: I do not know on 
could be legitimately made public he! whose authority or at whose instigation 
would supply it to the hon. Gentleman. | the hon. Gentleman has taken up this 
In answer to the hon. Member for the} question. The hon. Member certainly 
College Green Division of Dublin he had | does me considerable injustice when he 
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accuses me of any want of courtesy either 
to the elected members or to anybody 
else. No petition whatever has been 
addressed to me. A short time ago I 
told the hon. Member that no petition 
had arrived at the Colonial Office, but 
I now understand from the question the 
hon. Member put this morning that he 
referred to a petition addressed to the 
House of Commons. I may tell the hon. 
Member that I am far too busy to read 
any petitions to the House of Commons. 
I was not aware that any petition had 
come from the elected members, but that 
does not prevent me from being tho- 
roughly acquainted with their views and 
arguments. The Government are not 
forcing any language on the Maltese 
people against their will. On the con- 
trary, we are securing to them the 
liberty to make their own choice, and it 
is only because that choice seems to have 
been against the feelings of the elected 
members, who are chiefly lawyers, that 
this agitation has arisen. The elected 
members, in their desire to revenge them- 
selves on the Imperial Government for 
the action they had taken, have refused 
all taxes. Of course it is perfectly absurd 
to allow that kind of thing to go on, 
as it has a most injurious effect on the 
industries and prosperity of Malta. 
Where Imperial interests in the shape of 
the health of the island and the security 
of a great fortress are concerned, the 
Government have thought it neces- 
sary to intervene; and I do not 
believe there will be any serious or 
lengthened objection to what we have 
done. 


Prorogation. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Consioli- 
dated Fund (Appropriation) Bill ; Naval 
Works Bill ; Military Works Bill, without 
amendment. 


{17 Aucust 1901} 
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That they have also agreed to the 
Amendment to City and Brixton Railway 
Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


Prorogation. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went; and the Royal 
Assent was given toa number of Bills. 
(See page 1289.) 


And afterwards His Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
Houses of Parliament by the Lord 
High Chancellor (in pursuance of His 
Majesty’s Commands). 


Then a Commission for proroguing 
the Parliament was read. 


After which the Lord Chancellor 


said :— 


My Lords and Gentlemen,— 


‘“ By virtue of His Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, 
we do, in His Majesty’s Name, and in 
obedience to His Commands, prorogue 
this Parliament to Tuesday the fifth 
day of November next, to be then here 
holden; and this Parliament is accor- 
dingly prorogued to Tuesday the fifth 
day of November next. 


End of the Second Session of the 
Twenty-seventh Parliament of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in the First Year of the Reign of His 
Majesty King Edward VII. 
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the last column relate to the page in this volume. ‘“[H.L.]” following the title 
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(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 








*Agricultural Rates Act, | Lord Balfour of Bur- | Read 1¢ 8 August (14) ; Read 

1896, ete., Continuance leigh 24 12 August (399); Com- 
mittee, Report, 13 August 
(578); Read 34 15 August 
(864) ; Royal Assent 17 





August (1290) 
*Burgh Sewerage, Drainage | Lord Balfour of Bur- | Read 1% 14 August (731), 
and Water Supply (Scot- | — leigh | Read 2°15 August (885) ; 
land) Committee, Report, Read 3¢ 


16 August (1136); Royal 
Assent 17 August (1290) 
Read 1* 14 August (731); 

Read 14 15 August (884) ; 
Committee, Report, Read 32 
16 August (1136); Royal 
Assent 17 August (1290) 
Read 1¢ 13 August (587) ; 
Read 24 15 August (864) ; 
Committee, Report, Read 3¢ 
16 August (1136); Royal 
Assent 17 August (1290) 
*Consolidated Fund (Appro-+ Earl Waldegrave Read 14 24 and 3417 August 
snags | (1277) ; Royal Assent (1289) 
*Customs Duties (Isle of | Marquess of Salisbury | Read 14 14 August (731); 
Man) Read 24 15 August (884) ; 
Committee, Report, Read 34 
16 August (1136); Royal 
Assent 17 August (1290) 


*Colonial Acts Confirmation | Eurl of Onslow 


*Congested Districts Board | Earl of Denbigh 
(Ireland) 


*East India Loan (Great | Earl Hardwicke Read 14 15 August (864) ; 
Indian Peninsula Rail- Read 2¢ and 3¢ 16 August 
way Debentures) (1132); Royal Assent 17 

August (1290) 
*Education (No. 2) Duke of Devonshire Royal Assent 9 August (249) 
Education (Scotland) oo Royal Assent 9 August (249) 
*Expiring Laws Continuance | Lord Ashbourne Read 14 24 and 34 16 August 


(1137); Royal Assent 17 
August (1290) 
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House or Lorps—cont. 
































Title of Bill. 





*Factory and 


Consolidation 
*Fisheries (Ireland) 


*Larceny 


*Light Railways (No. 2) 
*Loan 


*Local Government (Ireland} 


*Lunacy (Ireland) [H.L,] 


*Marriages 


[H.L. | 


* Merchant Shipping (F oreigt | 
Ships) [H.L. | 
*Military Works 


*Militia and Yeomanry 


*National Gallery (Purchase 
of adjacent land) 


*Naval Works 
*Pacific Cable 


*Patent Law Amendment 
H.L. 


Publie Libraries [H.1. ] 


Legalisation | 





Ww orkshop | Lord Belper : 
Acts Amendment and | 


| 
| 
| 





| 


Marquess of Salisbury 


Progress. 


| 
| 


Brought in by 





| Read 1¢ 14 August (731); 
Read 24, Committee, Report, 
Read 3¢ 15 August (866) ; 
Royal Assent 17 August 


| 
| 
| 


(1290) 
Lord Ashbourne Read 14, 2%, and 3° 16 August 
(1137) ; Royal Assent 17> 


August (1290) 
Royal Assent 9 August (249) 





Earl of Dudley Read 14, 2%; and 37 16 August 
| (1137); Royal Assent 17 
| August (1290) 

Read 27 8 August (10) ; Read 
3° 9 pi (254); Royal 
Assent 17 August (1289) 

Read 1¢ 15 August (864) ; 

| Read 2¢ and 3% 16 August 
| (1136); Royal Assent 17 
August (1290) 

Commons Amendments con- 
sidered 15 August (890) ; 
Royal Assent 17 August 

| (1290) 

| Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, 16 August (1137) ; 
Royal Assent 17 August 
(1290) 

Read 14 16 August (1132) 


Lord Ashbourne 


Lord Ashbourne 


Lord Belper 


Earl of Dudley 
| Lord Raglan Read 14, 24, and 3417 August 
(1278); Royal Assent (1290) 
Read 3¢ 8 August (10); Royal 
Assent 17 August (1290) 
tead 14 13 August (587) ; 
Read 2%, Committee, Report, 
Read 34 15 August (865) ; 
Royal Assent 17 August 
(1290) 
Read 14, 24, and 3417 August 
(1278); Royal Assent (1290) 
| Read 14 14 August (731) ; 

| Read 2¢ 15 August (883) ; 

Committee, Report, Read 
3716 August (1136); Royal 
Assent, 17 August (1290) 

| Royal Assent 17 August 
(1290) 

Commons Amendments con- 
sidered 15 August (890) ; 
Royal Assent 17 August 

(1290) 


Lord Raglan 


Marquess of Salisbury 


Earl of Selborne 
Earl of Onslow 


Earl of Dudley 


Lord Windsor 











ist 


crwe @ we —— 
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' *Colonial Acts Confirma- 








Title of Bill. 


*Public Works Loans 


Purchase of Land (lIre- 


land) (No. 2) 


*Registration of Births and 


Deaths | 


*Roval Titles [H.L. | 


Sale of Intoxicating Li- | 
quors to Children t 

F 

|! 


*Valuation (Ireland) 


*Youthful Offenders | 





|! a 
‘Bishop of Rochester |! Read 1¢ 15 August . (864) ; 
! 


(A.) House or Lorps—cont, 


| Brceught in by 


| Earl Waldegrave 
| 


| Earl Spencer 


| 
| 
Marquess of Salisbury 


| Lord Ashbourne 


‘ Lord Belper 








| Progress. 





| Read 14, 24 and 3¢ 16 
August (1137) ; Royal As- 
sent 17th August (1290) 

Read 14 14 August (731); 
Read 2¢ and 34 15 August 
(883); Royal Assent 17 
August (1290) 


Read 2¢ and 3¢ 16 August 
(1132); Royal Assent. 17 
August (1290) 


| 
| 
| 
Lord Kenyon |! Read 1¢ 15 August (864) ; 
Is 
j 


‘Royal Assent 17 August 
(1289) 


Read 2¢ and 3¢ 16 August 
1133 ; Royal Assent 17 

August (1290) 

; Read 14%, 2¢ and 3416 August 
(1137); Royal Assent 17 

, August (1290) 

‘Read 14 14 August (731); 
Read 2% Committee, Re- 
port, Read’ 34 15- August 
(884); Royal Assent 17 
August (1290) 





_(B.) House or Commons. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





* Alkali, &c., Works Regu- |, 
lation [H. L.] 
*BerwickshireCounty Town 


[H.L. | 


*Burgh Sewerage, Drain- 
age, and Water Supply 
(Scotland) 

Clubs Registration (Seot- | 
land) 





‘tion 


*Congested Districts Boards | 
_ _. (Ireland) 
‘*Consolidated Fund (Ap- | 


propriation) 


| 


, Mr.A. Graham Murray 


| Mr.A. Graham M urray 


| Sir R. Finlay 


, Mr. Walter Long 


Mr. Cameron Corbett. 





Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. J. W. Lowther 





Progress. 


_ Withdrawn 14 August (860) 


| Third Reading (adjourned) 14 


August (860); 15 August 
(1125) ; Bill Withdrawn 16 
August (1276) 

Consideration, Read 8° 13 
August (727) 


| Read 1° 9 August (310) 


: Read 2° 12 August (576) ; 


Committee, Report, Read 
3° 13 August (728) 

| Committee, Report, Read 3° 
12 August (573) 

Read 1° 12 August(573) Read 
2? 15 August (978); Com- 
mittee, Report, 16 August 
(1197); Read 3°17 August 
(1306). 














Title of Bill. 





[H.L. 

*Customs Duties (Isle of 
Man) 

*Dublin Corporation 

*East India Loan (Great 
Indian Peninsula Rail- 
way Debentures) 

*Elementary School Teach- 
ers 

*Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance 

*Factory and Workshop 


Acts Amendment and 
Consolidation 


*Fisheries (Ireland) 


*Light Railways (No. 2 


*Local Government (Ire- 
land) 


*Lunacy (Ireland) (H.L.) 


*Marriages _—_ Legalisation 
(H.L.) 


*Military Works 


*Naval Works 


*Pacific Cable 


County Councils (Byelaws) | Mr. H. Hobhouse 


(B.) House or ComMons—-cont. 





Brought in by 


Progress. 





Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. Wyndham 
Lord G. Hamilton 


Sir J. Gorst 


Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain 


Mr. Ritchie 


Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Jesse Collings 


Mr. Brodrick 


Mr. Pretyman 








(Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Withdrawn 16 August (1276) 


Committee, Report, 12 August 
(575) ; Consideration, Read 
3° 13 August (728) 

Withdrawn 14 August (832) 


Read 2’ 12 August (566) ; 
Committee, Report, 13 
— (724) ; Read 3° 14 

ugust (858) 
With rawn 16 August (1276) 


Read 2° 14 August (848); 

premngen Report, Read 3° 
ust 15 (1111) 

Consideration 12 August (503); 
Consideration, Third Read- 
ing 13 August (649) ; Lords 
Amendments considered 16 
August (1197) 

Committee, Report, 14 August 
(822); Consideration, Read 
3’ 15 August (1128) 

Read 1° 13 August (724); 
Read 2°14 August (853); 
Committee, Report, Read 3° 
15 August (1124) 

Read 2° 13 August (726) ; 
Report, Read 3° 14 August 
(834) 

Read 2° 12 August (574); 
Committee, Report, 13 
August (727); Considera- 
tion, Read 3° 14 August 
(832) 

Committee, 12 August (574) ; 
Committee, 13 August 
(725) ; Committee, Report, 
14 ~~ Wy ; Consider- 
tion, 3° 15 August 
(1125) 

Read 2° 14 August (795); 
Committee, Report, 15 
August (1098); Read 3° 
16 August (1276) 

Read 2° yi August (735) ; 
Committee, Report, 15 
August (1097); Read 3? 
16th August (1276) 

Read 2° 12 August (479) ; 
Committee, Report, Read 

3° 13 August (627) 












































*Pat 


*Pri 
Pul 
*Pul 


Pu 
Reg 
I 


*Ro} 


Sal 
Sun 
*Sup 
*Val 


Wa 


*Vou 








Title of Bill. 


*Patent Law Amendment 


[H.L. | 


*Prisons (Scotland) [H.L. | 


Public Libraries [H.L.] 
*Public Works Loans 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) 


(No. 2) 


Registration of Births and 


eaths 


*Royal Titles [1.L. ] 


Sale of Intoxicating Li- 


quors to Children 


Sunday Trading (Scotland) 


*Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture (Appeals) [H.L.] 


*Valuation (Ireland) 


Waiters, Waitresses and 


Bar Attendants. 
*Youthful Offenders 





> 


Brought in by 


Lord Balcarres 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Col. Nolan 


Mr. Grant Lawson 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Mr. Crombie 


Mr. Cameron Corbett 


Sir R. Finlay 
Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Nannetti 
Mr. Ritchie 








(B.) House or Commons—cont, v 








| 
j 
| 


Progress. 





Read 1° 12 August (455) ; 
Read 2°13 August (727) ; 
Committee, Report, Read 
3° 14 August (859) 

Withdrawn 12 August (575) 


Consideration, Read 3° 14 
August (860) 

Read 2° 12 August (574) ; 
Committee 13 August (725); 
Committee, Report, 14 
August (849) ; Read 39 15 
August (1123) 

Consideration, Read 39 13 
August (727) 

Read 29 12 August (575) ; 
Committee, Report, 13 
August (726); Considera- 
tion, Read 3? 14 August 
(859) 

Read 2° 12 August (455); 
Committee, Report, 13 
August (616); Read 39 14 
August (852) 

Consideration, Read 3° 14 
August (837) 

Read 1° 9 August (310) 


Withdrawn 12 August (575) 


Read 2° 14 August (819); 
Committee, Report, Read 
37 15 August (1126) 

Read 1° 13 August (616) 


' Consideration 12 August (574); 


Consideration, Read 3¢ 13 
August (728). 











Suprem: 
(Rule: 
made 
[40 an 



















APPENDIX II 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1901. 


List OF RuLEs, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 





Date from which | Period to lie upon 








ae EF the Period runs. the Table. 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877 8 August 100 sitting days 


sap of an additional Rule and Schedule 
made by the Lord Chancellor and the Land Judge 
[40 and 41 Vic., c. 57, s. 69]. 

















